
The-American-Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 • I N COR PORATED I 8 65) 

Broadway-at-155 th -5treet 

New York-NY. 10032 


June 18, 1980 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I appreciate your comments on the proposed reprint of 
Colonial Virginia. I’ll pass this information on to Sandy. 

I appreciate very much having your contribution of $50.00 
toward the Council’s support of the American Schools in Athens 
and Rome. 


Sincerely yours, 

Leslie A. Elam 
Director 
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August 7, 1980 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric: 


I have written to Les Elam of the A.N.S. with regard to 
republishing COINAGE FOR COLONIAL VIRGINIA written by 
yourself and published in 1956. 

Les advised that you suggest an updated version. I am 
most interested in the prospect of publishing such a 
volume and look forward to hearing from you in this regard 
so we may discuss this and determine how to proceed. 


Incidentally, I will be at the ANA Convention and will 
be staying at the Hilton, should you be there and wish 
to contact me. You might also stop off at the library 
table on the bourse floor and leave a message with Nancy 
Stith, ANA librarian, as I stop there seyeral times a day. 

Best regards. 

Most sincerely. 


SJD:abg 


Sanford J. Durst 


P.S. Any suggestions you have on republication of other 
of your works will be most welcome. 

cc: Les Elam, ANS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


August 14, 1980 


Mr. Sanford J. Durst 
170 East 61st Street 
Hew York, NY 10021 

Dear Sanford: 

If you are interested in republishing Coinage For Colonial 
Virginia we would have to add material from the Supplement which was 
published in ANS Notes and other minor items from the Colonial Newsletter 
and from my information. In other words, my question is how did you go 
about changing sections of the text by addition and correction? Most of 
it could, of course, be reproduced without change and a repagination 
would not be difficult. I would like to hear from you as to how this 
might be accomplished within economic bounds. 

I am sorry I will not be at the convention. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 





The Colonial Newsletter Foundation, Inc. 

P.O. BOX 4411 HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA 35802 C205D BB1-867S 
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to Eric P a Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St, Louis, Missouri 63105 

L 


SUBJECT 


CNL/Virginia coinage material 
re: your letter of 11-17-80 


MESSAGE 

Dear Eric: 


1-2-81 


I have looked through the CNL master index (such as it is) and do not find any 
other material on the Virginia coinage other than that listed in the 15 year index, and there 
is nothing pending on the subject. 


Sorry that I cannot be of more assistance. Best wishes for 1981, 

SIGNED 




JCS 


3Y QUILL CORPORATION • 3200 ARNOLD LA 
























REPLY TO 


The Colonial Newsletter Foundation, Inc. 

PM, BOX 4411 HUNTSVILLE, ALABAMA 35002 £2053 831-6673 


REPLY FROM 

r 

□ Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 
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CNL/Virginio coinage material 
re: your letter of 11-17-80 


MESSAGE 


1-2181 


Dear Eric: 


i have looked through the CNL master index (such as it is) and do not find any 
other material on the Virginia coinage other than that listed in the 15 year index, and there 
is nothing pending on the subject. 

Sorry that I cannot be of more assistance. Best wishes for 1931. . - JCS 
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June 16, 1981 


Mr. Eric Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO. 63105 

Dear Eric, 


Hope you are well, and possibly may see you at the 
ANA Convention in New Orleans. 


I would like to get started on the reprint of 
revised COINAGE OF COLONIAL VIRGINIA and appreciate advise 
as to when the supplemental material will be ready. 


I would also like to proceed with a reprint of the 
1804 SILVER DOLLAR book. As you will recall, I approached 
Whitman on this and they suggested you would be amiable 
provided some alterations were made. Can you advise on 
this as well? 


Looking forward to your early response. 


Very truly yours, 

* 

Sanford J. Durst 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, M.issouri 63105 


December 29, 1982 


Mr. Sanford J. Durst 

29-28 41st Avenue 

Long Island City, NY 11101 

Dear Sandy: 

As to Coinage for Colonial Virginia I would like to study 
my file to see how much work is involved in adding new varieties. The 
text changes are ready. I'll contact you later on this. 


Best regards. 


3 eh 


Eric P. Newman 
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April 5, 1983 


Eric P. Newman 

Numismatic Education Society 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Looking toward to your letter on Coins of ColoniatVirgina revisions. 


SJD/bng 



August 11, 1983 


Mr. Sanford J. Durst 

29-28 41st Street 

Long Island City, New York 11101 

Dear Sandy: 

As to your July 29, 1933 letter about Coinage for Colonial Virginia , 
I would like to know if you expect to publish a merger of the orig¬ 
inal monograph and the supplement in ANS Museum Notes. There would 
also be a few minor changes. 

You will have to be specific on your commitment or I cannot justify 
doing the work. I have too much pending. 






EPNrbh 


P.S. As to our exchanging Early Paper Money of America with you for 
Counterfeiting in Colonial Rhode Island you must realize we are not 
commercial and wouldn't know what to do with the duplicates. Arch¬ 
way Supply will sell you Early Paper Money of America. 
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December 28, 1984 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Eric P. Newman Numismatic 
Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 


Still interested in the reissuance of Colonial Coins of Virginia? 


In 1980 you indicated that you would get to this in early 1981. 

Any chance we can get this out in early 1985? (No Dig intended, 
I know you've been busy as I have). The other colonial reprints, some 
updated, have done well and I'd like to add this to my portfolio of num¬ 
ismatic titles available. 


Please advise. 


SJD:dd 
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March 29, 1985 


Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education 
Society 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric: 


Still interested in the reissuance of Colonial Coins 
of Virginia. 

In 1980 you indicated you would get to this in early 

1981. 


Any chance we can get this out in early 1986? (No 
Dig intended, I know you've been busy as I have). The 
other colonial reprints, some updated have done well and 
I'd like to add this to my portfolio of Numismatic titles 
available. 


Please advise. 



SJD/la 
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April 11, 1985 


Eric P. Newman 

Numismatic Education Society 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric: 


Thanks for your letter of April 8, 1985 I will do the 
layout, placement of new material and have new material 
set in compatible type or if available match the type. 

I-Uve keep discussing and writing back and forth it 
could be another couple of years. 

Just send trie material on, with notations as to where 
it should go. I'll do the rest and send you photcopies 
for checking before printing. 

I'll be back from Florida on April 24, 1985. (leaving 
April 13th). If its on my desk when I get back, will do it 
in short order. Please send 2 copies of the original book 



SJD/la 


PS: As you can see I'm a do-er otherwise I'd never had 

gotten the over 100 books now in print on the market. 



The-Americam-Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED IS58 • INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway • at • 15 5 th • 5t r eet 


New York-NY. 10032 


May 6, 1986 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 

Post Office Box 14020 
St. Louis, Missouri 63178 

Dear Eric, 

Sandy Durst called me to see about getting permission to 
reprint Coinage for Colonial Virginia which we published as NNM 135 
in 1956. I understand that he has been in touch with you off and 
on to solicit permission for this. 

It is our general policy to permit reprinting of volumes 
that we ourselves do not intend to reissue. However, in the case 
where the author is living, we withhold our blessing unless you 
as the author agree. 

We realize, as does Sandy, that he seeks our permission more 
as a courtesy than as a requirement. 

Will you let me know whether you have any objections to this 
reprint? I understand that he is willing to publish additional 
information if you have discovered anything to add to the publication. 

Sincerely yours, 

- 

J^eslie A. Elam 
Director 


LAE:lw 
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May 22, 1986 


Eric P. Newman 

Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I have your letter to Les Elam. 

About a year ago, I volunteered to put the new material in 
some order as a supplement to the ’'Colonial Coins of Virginia” 
book. 

If you will send it on with some directions, I will put into 
form, have it typed and returned to you for review and modifi¬ 
cation as required. 

& 

I think the book will be.valuable addition to the literature 
and look forward to republication. 

My^tre'st as always. 

Since/rely yours, 

/) 1 

Sanfora J. Durst 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


y 


: lLl‘]U 


>S y&'/hce. 

, A/ /. //IC / 

o ' 

He. e > .* -C 




7 ‘ , jjg-y <v, ^ 

> -«rC Z>Wl_ / y ^ 

tr^.c /4 A? 


A.L 


7' 


• , / 4 z4 / 4 - v .^V ^ ^ - * 

A£.C.-*i tv-lxZx( -1^-C H a -H—A. ) , ^ f~/[£ < / TAu t t ^>1 

ul^U-A y>Uc "^c ^<ctzuA£ ^tUXx^ 

Z% x -*C't\ .{J*r <,■- ^ —?4; £ * — .< >; j 

fi£t-ll~ SrttCJ ' &L.i ^ ^ f^^UZ^JXy —( ' 

. v'L L ( n.c-1 k, X /. .;; ^ 

^vUrci~ A y c J> Ce-iX^i, 0\£v y Sl -±< L ( J , u ndH7>4^ , / U( / 
L^^U.(~Ql *->cA c£iA~t.cjC J - /U -r X 4u U 4/^ ; 7 > 

zdi t iAtiC c -~L Ha- ,, ,4 v<- ^//’ ^ ^ Si “• A> ,X AC /<-<r ■'>n-turx y\±. i 


J 




.U^xx A A a 4 />i~c 


LtX(' ^^*■ - ^c ;a *«-? ^V7 d *--" 

tnU/Ll,>u - ^ ° ‘ 

A ■'/ - U ^ -c ‘ ^ •-/*- ^ 

aJ6- >/i -yet,- 0 30 5 

.. - -- 

V? •2T^, / ,,.C< ?~T~ 

£.:t y &&X -d*., <*■ ~X/> £•“-iy y^ueXcyu. 

T 


;y 

i'K n^iy • (L&nJ2A ->i X| L1 ‘/ l 


i^-L.At «~yy 


/ 


c 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


May 16, 1986 


Mr. Leslie A. Elam 
The American Numismatic Society 
Broadway at 156th Street 
New York, NY 10032 

Dear Leslie» 

In answer to your May 6, 1986 letter, I must say that I am not willing 
to consent to a reprint of Coinage for Colonial Virginia until a revision 
is prepared. In this instance a reprint of a 1956 work at this time 
is going backwards. I wrote a supplement in NNM and Peter Gaspar wrote 
an addition. There are several new varieties published* All it needs 
is careful reassembly. I enclose the notice I am asking Colonial News¬ 
letter to publish. 

I wrote Sandy Durst on April 8, 1985 that I needed a volunteer to put 
it all togetner. Do you know one? 1 will gladly help, but I do not 
have time uow to do what I am otherwise committed to in numismatic 
research. 

1 am glad Sandy wants to publish the subject, but I am hopeful the right 
person will come along. Let's find that person. 


Sincerely 



Eric P. Newman 


Jah 


Enel 



REVISIONIST NEEDED FOR 


COINAGE FOR COLONIAL VIRGINIA 


Who would like to assemble a revision of Coinage for Colonial Virginia 
(N.Y.1956) for republication. Enough new data is already available, 
but it needs assembly, illustration changes and refinement. A publisher 
for the update is ready. I will make my files and all matter published 
since 1956 available to a worthy volunteer. All that is needed is a 
response from a competent enthusiast who will get appropriate credit 
for the work. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis , Missouri 63105 


October 22, 1986 


Mr. Q. David Bowers 
Bowers and Merena 
Box 1224 

Wolfeboro, NH 03894 
Dear Dave: 

Thanks to your suggestion, Bob Carver has agreed to do the die variety 
work on the Virginia coinage and help in preparing a separate publication 
combining all of the work I have previously done on it. It would, of 
course, give the detail of each die and be much more complex than the 
number of strings in a harp. You are, of course, welcome to include 
in your book whatever information has already been published. 

It is hard for me to believe that the Vermont section of what you were 
doing will run 100 pages. Please feel free to call on me for any informa¬ 
tion you need for your proposed publication. 

Cordially, 


Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, Sc. Louis, Missouri 63105 


January 20, 1987 


Mr. James C. Spilman 
P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Dear Jim: 

Thank you for the Virginia histogram and the comparison with the Fugios. 

Your January 15, 1988 letter as to the Virginia matter is appreciated. 

On my prior communications with you and others, I was seeking someone 
who would revise the variety work with good illustrations for the Virginia 
series. 

The punch and hub information written by Gaspar and Dyer is the only 
historical material I know of which added to my two articles on the subject. 
Better illustrations and die variety tables should be redone with additions 
subsequent to my work. To that, your histogram would be important new 
data. 

I want someone to be found who would enjoy doing it. I have too many 
projects in the works for me to tackle it. It could be published in 
CNL. Would you be able to select someone who would do it? I'll gladly 
help by turning over my information and making my examples or pictures 
of them available. I'll get the weights in the interim. 


Thank you for remembering. Let me hear from you.^ 


Sincerely, 



jah 
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THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION 


P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville. Alabama 35802 


January 15, 1988 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
8450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric: 

This letter is a -followup to my letter o-f December 22, 1987 in which I 
requested weights data on the Fugio Cents of 1787 from CNL Patrons. 

The response so far is very encouraging and the enclosures indicate 
the progress being made in this area. If you have not yet responded 
to my request, I urge you to do so as quickly as possible in order 
that we can have statistical1y significant quantities of data, by 
individual die variety, for the preliminary publication of results 
scheduled for the next issue of CNL. 

So , Eric, I am including a histogram for 33 specimans of VIRGINIA 
Coppers of 1773. There are only two CNL Patrons who indicate an 
interest in this series, so it is not very actively collected. I 
recall that you sent me a notice some time ago, a year or so I 
believe, that indicated that you were planning a revision to your work 
on the Virginia series. If you have weights data on that series that 
you would like for me to run through the computer to generate the type 
of results that I am obtaining, I will be happy to do so. The program 
that does this is quite complicated; however, now that I have 
developed it I simply enter the data sequentially and the computer 
does all the rest. The variety of analysis and graphical output is 
essentially unlimited. Just tell the program what you would like to 
see and it does it. 



Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 


James C. Spilman 






ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


February 8, 


1988 


Mr. James C. Spilman 

The Colonial Newsletter Foundation, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 


Dear Jim: 


Your very nice letter of February 2, 1988 is appreciated. Your plan on 
having special interest groups is a fine one and I believe will be very 
productive of knowledge. 

As I told you, I am very anxious to see the Virginia project revised and 
will gladly help in any way I can. So far as I now know all that is open 
is to illustrate in clearer form and add the new die varieties. Spread 
of weights and the number of examples in collections could also be included 
if that were important in the series. I believe someone else should be 
selected for that project as I previously pointed out. I will help anyone, 
but I do feel it would be more of an incentive to have someone else be 
the coordinator. Will you, therefore, see if you can interest someone 
else for that position. 


I would certainly be interested in knowing who has been selected for the 
other three areas which you mentioned as the Fugios and Machin's Mills 
are particularly of interest to me, having written extensively on both 
subjects, and being the first one to publish the die varities of the Fugios 
and the first one to show the interlocking punch work between Vermont, 
Connecticut and the Machin's Mills pieces. 


Where I think I might be of most help as coordinator is in the early paper 
money of America if you think that field belongs in your data books. 

As you may know, I am now writing the third edition of the Early Paper 
Money of America and publication is scheduled toward the end of 1988. 

That area is much more exciting to me because of the historical, technical 

and broad based problems which arise in it because if it were only for 

varieties' sake I would not have as much interest in it. Perhaps the 

fact that I am going to publish it in book form separately from CNL disqualifies 

me from coordinating new information, but there would be nothing better 

than to have new information on the subject fed in through CNL as long 

as CNL recognizes that it will go into a book form independently produced. 


I would very much appreciate your 
since I am not using any computer 
all of the new electronic methods 


thoughts along these lines, particularly 
based data bank and you are applying 
to compilation and retrieval of information. 


My very kindest personal regards. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 







THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. (205) 881-8678 

P.O.Bok 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 

February 20, 1988 


PROGRESS REPORT #2 
on 

CNL WEIGHT SURVEY 
of 

THE FUG10 CENTS OF 1787 

This second progress report is being mailed to those individuals 
who have so kindly sent us data on Fugio Cent weights of 
specimens contained in institutional collections or large 
personal collections. We now have more than five hundred Fine Ray 
Fugio specimens included in the CNL computer database. Many 
thanks for your cooperation. When our preliminary results are 
published in CNL a copy will be sent to each of you. 

It has become apparent as this study has progressed that some 
sort of comparison is needed in order to intelligently evaluate 
the Fugio data and — to accomplish this — we have selected the 
Virginia Halfpence of 1773 for this comparison. A printout of a 
histogram showing a preliminary comparison is attached for your 
information, and it is readily apparent, as one would anticipate, 
that the quality control of the Tower Mint in London was much 
better than that of the Fugio coiners; however, we do not yet 
have enough weights of the Virginia specimens in our database, 
only 33 specimens are included. 

Accordingly, this second request is for weight data on the 
Virginia Halfpence of 1773 that you may have in your collections 
so that we may have a more balanced comparison in our preliminary 
report. Your cooperation in this will be sincerely appreciated. 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION 







Statistics @ 1-13-88 
FUGIO Avg. = 149.73; Std.Dev. = 12.59 
VIRGINIA Avg. = 115.74; Std.Dev = 5.49 


1787 FUGIO Fine Rays (black) 
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THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. (205) 881-8678 

P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 

March 11, 1988 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric: 

Subject: Virginia Halfpence of 1773 

This letter is, more or less, a continuation of my letter to you 
of March 2, 1988. Another of the projects on which I am working 

is a scanning system whereby photographic images are scanned into 
the computer and then enhanced and modified electronical 1y 
instead of by the usual photographic methods. I cannot send you 
any samples as I am not yet at that stage in development, but I 
anticipate that I will have a fully implemented system on line 
within the next six to nine months. I briefly mentioned the 
scanner in my March 2 letter. 

I am considering incorporating continuous tone photographic 
plates in your Virginia revision. A prob1em with this series is 
the attribution of specimens by die varie.y and I believe that 
this method will help solve that problem. I expect to be able to 
enhance these images electronically, as well, prior to 
publication with the system mentioned earlier and I will be doing 
considerable experimentation associated with getting the system 
operational. It would be very helpful Eric if you could send me 
a set of glossy photographs, or negatives, of the Virginia 
specimens and I will use these for the experiments in getting the 
system operational. When completed, if all works out as I 
anticipate, this system will also be capable of scanning coins 
directly into the computer without any conventionally photography 

whatever and should produce superior images to any photographic 
process. Time will tell, however! 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 








THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION* Inc. (205) 881-8678 

P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 

March 17, 1988 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Erics 

Subject: Your letter of March 11, 1988, etc. 


Many thanks for your reply regarding the CNL SIS concepts for 
"Early American Paper Money". I shall wait until after your 
revision is published before I take any sort of action on that 
category other than that the category is "reserved". 

You had asked earlier about the Fugio category. I intend to do 
that one myself (as well as the Virginia Halfpence and probably 
Connecticut). It appears at present that there are not enough 
interested people to fill all the slots — so I shall, when the 
SIG concept is announced, place several in a "reserved” status, 
rather than an "open” status, and the Early American Paper Money 
will be "reserved" indicating there is someone scheduled to 
participate at a future date. 

I would like to find someone to coordinate the Connecticut 
category but so far no one is available that I consider qualified 
and, as well, willing to stick with the Miller attribution 
system, which I consider a prerequisite! And also — the small 
mess that Kessler started with his Fugio book is slowly turning 
around and I intend to stick with your original attribution 
methodology, i.e. double letters, and etc., for the Fugios. 

Finally, a listing of current die variety combinations for the 
Virginia Halfpence would also be helpful for me, Eric, if you can 
send me a tabulation. I also have a couple of very minor 
suggestions regarding your existing text that I shall mention in 
a future letter, as time permits. 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 



Spi1 man 







t 


Box 3447 

San Diego, CA 92103 


August 2, 1988 


Mr. Eric P» Newman 
c:/o Edison Brothers Stores 
501 North Broadway 
St. Louis, MO 63102 


Dear Eric, 


Just a quick note to let you know how much I enjoyed 
seeing you in Cincinnati. 

I’m looking forward to working on the Virginia coinage 
update, so whenever you can get the material t.o me, I’ll get 
myself in gear! 

How did you like Armand’s library? Quite impressive. I 
noticed you were taking notes on the counterfeit 

detectors-anything you didn’t have listed? You’re lucky you 

didn’t ride back on the bus with us—if you thought Ford was 
talkative on the way there, you should have heard him get. into 
full swing! I guess you can take the man out of New York, but 
the New York stays in the man. 

Enough from me. Hope to see you soon. 
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Box 3447 

Ban Diego, CA 92103 


August 27, 1988 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St» Lou i s, MO 63105 


Dear Eric 


Thank you tor your letter of August 12. I ? m glad you 
enjoyed the pilgrimage to Armand's library. 

I fully agree with you on the issue of binding. In my own 
library there are some items, such as notes by Walter and Dick 
Picker that probably should be bound to insure their continued 
existance in the numismatic fraternity. Maybe someday I’ll 
break down and have it done. Alan Grace certainly does do a 
fine job with such material. 

I also fully agree with your decision on waiting to 
assemb 1 e t he V i r g i rt i a c o i n age d at a. Hop ef u 11 y my p r ob 1 ems w i t h 
the various numismatic organizations will be settled soon, and 
we’ll be able to go from there. I do want to add that I am 
looking forward to working on this with you. 

Thank you for your comments re my enthusiasm for research. 
The project on the front burner at the moment is a series of 
articles fr Coin World outlining each series of colonial 
coinage, from the Bermuda pieces down through the Fugio’s. 

Hop ef u 11 y, t his i n -d ep t h 1 oo k at t he pi esc es i n q uest i on, 
including much obscure information, will whet the appetite of 
the newer col 1ector. 

Please stay in touch, and, I hope to see you soon. 



Jeff Rock 
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Box 3447 

San Diego, CA 92103 
March 15, 1989 


Mr„ Eric P. Newman 

c/o Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 

501 North Broadway 

St. Louis, MO 63102 


Dear Eric, 


Enclosed is one of the first -few copies o-f our -fixed price 
list to have -finally rolled o-f-f the press. The photography 
work was done by Jack Collins, while I handled the cataloguing. 

When you get a chance, turn to the -foreword and read the 
third paragraph carefully. The sentiments expressed there are 
entirely accurate. Thank you -for everything you've done? for 
the colonial -field — I only hope that this, and -future lists 
will get as many people interested in the hobby as did your 
researches and pub 1 icationsi 

The Virginia halfpenny did not photograph as nicely as I 
had hoped. It is a -fairly low grade specimen 5 the obverse is 
definitely new, the reverse, unfortunately, is a bit granular, 
making it difficult to judge whether or not it is listed. As 
soon as I can get a good photograph made, I’ll send a copy off 
to you. Yes, I am still more than interested in working with 
you on the revision of that monograph—what do you say? I’m 

looking forward to seeing you soon! 



Jeff Rock 



William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22181 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 
2b December 1989 


The American Numismatic Society 
c/o Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Broadway at 156th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10032 


Dear Mr. Newman: 

I want to thank you for your courtesy of autographing my acquisition 
of the last available copy of your "Coinage For Colonial Virginia", 1956. 

This work is vital enough to the integrity and survival of these few 
unique specimens of historic early American monetary developemnt that a 
second edition or "Bicentennial" edition of the "roots" of legal American 
coinage should be considered. I’ve thoroughly enjoyed pouring over it. 

It is amazing how few individuals know that these copper coins were 
actually struck in England, that there are more differences than some 
obverses having no period after "GEORGIVS", or that the number of strings 
in the harp on the reverse, can be 6 or 7, much less 8. Of course, you 
have probably long ago figured out why there are the different number of 
harp strings on the different reverse dies. It just came to me, all of a 
sudden. Not many of the coin dealers seem to have any personal interest 
or appreciation of how very special these 2l6 year old relics really are. 
These halfpenny's were surely handled, in day-to-day commerce, by the very 
men who wrote the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the 
United States. I can see Ben Franklin now, down at the local pub, buying 
a pint of ale for everyone in the house with just one copper halfpenny. 

The good folks over at the Smithsonian are very familiar with your 
work on this subject. Several of them spoke of this publication as "the" 
most thorough and informative reference ever written on the colonial 
Virginia halfpenny. Unfortunately, I could only find a copy to read in 
the Library of Congress, before I found that last copy up at ANS. This 
publication needs greater availability to the public. This subject of 
colonial Virginia copper halfpenny's is not a closed matter, even today. 

I have a little surprise for you! I've come across a 1773 colonial 
Virginia copper halfpenny with an obverse and a reverse quite unique and 
different from any of those depicted in your book. It is not likely a 
fake. It is unique. It is the only one of its kind that I've ever seen. 

It has many of the normal and frequent characteristics of both the obverses 
and reverses of those varities you have listed. Oddly enough, it is the 
very first Virginia halfpenny that I ever acquired - - - over 1^ years ago. 

However, I had only recently discovered how to accurately identify 
each of the numerous varities, after intensely studying your examples. 


And while I’ve spent many hours studying the magnified varities, comparing 
and contrasting every intimate detail of each side of these coppers, I defer 
to you as the expert, of course. It has been extremely exciting to find 
a private form of mystery, adventure and joy of investigating each of these 
coins, as well as, perhaps finding something "new". New in the sense that 
it is something distinct that has yet to be noticed and related to in print. 


Perhaps you have or someone else has found this sarnie "new" variety, 
also, since your 1956 publication. If so, fine. Then perhaps my find will 
help to confirm someone else's discovery. Knowledge is not something to be 
selfish about. Where would I be today without the insight that you shared 
with everyone (who was interested) in your book? So, I feel that I owe it 
to you, first and foremost, to tell you that I am looking at this "new" 
specimen as I write. Oh, were it an "Unc", I wish! But, no - - - it is a 
lower grade "veteran" that has seen hard wear and honest labor in its daily 
colonial commercial use. * 


General Description: (Large planchet) 

Overall size: 66/64ths of an inch - horizontally. * 

6L/61+ths " " " - vertically. 

Thickness: Normal (4/6Lths) / Edge: Normal, not smooth 
Obverse: "No Period" 

Condition: Fine - - - 

All characters readable. 

Both periods visible. Chin, lips, 
cheeks, eye, nose, eyebrow, top 
laurel leaves, both curls and bow 
are clearly visible. 

Faults: Nick in obverse edge of rim between "R" 
and "E" of REX. This nick appears to be 
the origin of a possible "crack" in the 
obverse only, ending under the ear. * 

2 Periods: Measure: 27 1/2 6Lths (shortest, ever!) 
Reverse: "8 Strings" (looking very closely) 

Condition: Extra Fine - - - 

All characters clearly readable. 
(Reverse better protected by rim) 
Denticles evident along 75^ of rim. 

Coin seems to have been run over by heavy wagon wheel or cannon wheel. 


The heart of this matter lies in one major difference on this coin's 
obverse: the "III" and the "." following it are located opposite the King's 
forehead and bridge of his nose, leaving the "." almost directly opposite the 
tip of his nose. More precisely, when you draw a straight line through the 
ribbon tied around the King's hair, his ear lobe, and the tip of his nose, 
it comes just under the "period". Likewise, when you draw a straight line 
through the ribbon tied around the King's hair, his ear, and his eyebrow, it 
comes just under the second "I" of "III", unlike on the obverse of any other 
depicted in your book, for either "no period" or even "with a period". 


The fact that the "III" and "." following it are located so far down 
the right hand edge of the obverse that the resulting measurement between 
the two periods equals only 27 1/2 6Lths of an inch - - - (shortest, ever) 
creates a distinctive and unique obverse variety unlike any already listed, 



Additional obverse characteristics of this "new" variety are as 
follows: 

1 . In "GEORGIVS": 

a) "G" is far from "E". 

b) "0" is nearer to "E" than to "R". 

b) "R" is very close to "G", and 

c) "V" is above the baseline. 


2. The "III" 


a) First "I" tilts to left. 

b) Base of first "I" is slightly lower than 
"III" baseline. 

c) "III" is located opposite the King's 
forehead and bridge of his nose. 


3. 


The ". 


a) Is nearer to "I" than to "R". 

b) Is directly opposite the King's nose. 

c) Is centered after "III". 


h. "REX" 


a) "E" is nearer to "X" than to "R". 

b) "X" higher than normal baseline. 


5. The ". 


6 . 2 Periods 


a) Period after "X" is very close to both 
"X" and the curl, equidistant. 

b) Period is centered after the "X". 

a) The very short measurement between the 
2 periods of 27 1/2 61+ths of an inch is 
uniquely unlike any other measurement on 
any other obverse ever before listed. 


The reverse of this "new" Virginia halfpenny is also unlike any other 
reverse ever listed or classified before, including all with 6, 7, or 8 
harp strings. There just isn't a Newman reverse type that has the unique 
imtimate details of this "new" reverse. Other characteristics are: 

1. Harp : It has 8 strings. 

2. "73" : Absolutely none of the other reverses, 6, 

7, Or 8 string harp has the same distinct 

"gap" between the "7" and the "3". 

a) "7" next to "3" sits slightly higher than 
the "3". 

b) Top of "7" slopes down toward "3", while 
the vertical shaft of the "7" tilts to 
the left, almost touching the crown. 

c) This creates a wider than normal "gap" 
between the bases of "7" and the "3". 

d) The "3" itself actually sits lower than 
it should for its normal baseline. 
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a) "V" is not low, does not touch leaf, 
but the top tilts to the right. 

b) Other letters are spaced equally, 
except "G" is close to the "I". 

c) The right leg of "R" is slightly high. 

d) The "G" is lower and tilts to right. 

It has no "curl" at the top. 

e) The second "I" is larger than the first 
or third "I" and it touches the arms. 

: a) Four legs weakly struck. 

: a) Large lion touches vertical line, 

b) Third small lion touches branch. 

: a) "N" nearly touches arms. 

b) "N" is distant from "I". 

c) Base of "I" in "NIA" is shifted to the 
right slightly. 

d) Consequently, third "I" is parallel to 
the horizontal divider of the arms. 

e) Period after "A" is slightly higher 
than center line, with normal spacing. 

: a) Number of jewels on left side of crown 
is 10. Number on right is 9 jewels. 

I hope that (ultimately/after inspecting this new specimen) you will 
want to include this "new" variety (set) of obverse/reverse in your list 
of official varieties. Unless you've added other "no period" varieties 
already, this might become # 10 obverse, and perhaps letter "V", as 
another 8 string harp reverse. 

Of course, this is up to you. It's your creation. 

I only hope that you might be just half as elated to receive this 
(good) news, as I am to pass my findings on to you. 

Suppose that I'd never read your book carefully enough to notice 
this "new" variety. Neither of us would now feel that a new road has been 
opened on our maps. And now, others may find, especially through more 
careful inspection of the many lower grade specimens they find, that this 
new variety is out there. But they are probably very scarce. Perhaps 
fewer than 250 exist. 

As a matter of fact, you were obviously pretty thorough when you 
researched and found all those different combinations of the various die 
varieties within each respective category of obverse and reverse. All of 
my other Virginia halfpenny's have conformed to your current (1956) list 
of variety combinations, until this one unique exception. 

And as you created specific allowances for adding new varieties by 
leaving gaps in the (obverse) numbering system and the (reverse) lettering 
system, you were obviously way ahead of everyone, and still are. 


3, "VIRGI" 

Horse 

5. Lions 

6. "NIA" 

7. CROWN JEWELS 


- 1 » - 





I can’t help but think that new and additional information could now 
be included in an update to your earlier book. New information on any 
additional variety combinations and what ever insight may have developed 
over these past 33 years on the estimated original mintage of each variety 
combination, full or split. This data, the respective impact of the 
infamous "melting pot" affect on those original mintages for each variety 
combination, could be the first meaningful basis for evaluation of each 
individual Virginia halfpenny: first by variety (set) and second: by the 
grade and quality of appearance, instead of seeing all varieties treated 
as one for novelty collectors. Whenever I mention "variety" to a coin 
dealer, they just shake their head and pretend to deny that variety is of 
any importance. They don't understand the signifigance of variety 
differences and they don't want to be required to learn. 

At this time, I'd like to diplomatically tell you that I have found a 
small discrepancy among the reverse "images" depicted on the last pages of 
your book. It appears that reverse type "N" (7 strings) actually has 
8 strings, while reverse type "Z" (8 strings) actually has only 7 strings. 

The "larger" "G" with the top "curled up" is described as being (only) on 

reverse "N" but in fact appears on the image marked "Z". Somehow, these 
two must have gotten switched in the photographing session. I happened to 
notice because I have a variety combination of 20-"N". 

In regard to the various circumstances that might have led to the 

limited existence of my orphan halfpenny variety combination, I suspect 
that the art of minting was somewhat still in its infancy, even in England. 
This is supported by the poor alignment and varying size of letters and 
symbols on all of the varieties. Indeed, had all the working dies been 
created from a single set of "source" dies, then the number of varieties 
would have been limited to striking errors. Along with poor planning of 
the planchet size (most seemed undersized) and the resulting lack of 
denticles or visible rim, even on uncirculated specimens, I would guess 
that some of the working die sets self-destructed after they produced only 
a small number of that variety. The dies were possibly trashed outright in 
order to remove any evidence of their incompetence and poor workmanship, or 
they were recast/rebuild out of the sheer urgency for more working dies. 

Without such dies as a reference you could not have known the details 
of such a variety unless you happened to find one of those "very few" 
surviving coins. But then, wouldn't they have gotten rid of those few 
coins, also? No, for two reasons. First, they would have already "mixed" 
variety and planchet sizes while bagging, due to weight necessary to 
account" for each bag of coins to be shipped, and second, all scrap or 
minting errors had to be accounted for and explained. I believe a limit 
was set on wastage of the copper to be used. So they would just let the few 
coins "mix". 

Now, a "few coins" could mean 300 or 3000. More than 3000 coins would 
no longer be a "few coins". Judging from the total number of (full) variety 
sets, 15, divided into the 672,000 pieces of copper received in the colonial 
Commonwealth of Virginia, each set would have produced an average of 49,000 
coins, in its lifetime, with adjusted totals for any rebuilt dies. 
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As for the dies used to make my "new" variety, I would also guess 
that both the obverse and the reverse "went to pieces" at about the same 
time. And, that is probably why neither the obverse nor the reverse 
ever popped up before this day (to my knowledge) or to have been 
included in your 1956 list and "coupled" with any other of the varieties. 

While it is true that the general irregularities of letter and 
symbol of my new variry's reverse appear to be similiar to those on many 
of the other reverses, there actually isn't one with the exact same 
combination of these distinctly unique details or the wide gap between 
the "7" and the "3", in the date. 

Since my little "orphan" coin appears to be one of a kind, within 
my altogether limited access to the colonial Virginia copper halfpenny 
world, I would appreciate any light you may be able to shed on the 
accuracy of this supposition. 

Meanwhile, I'm continuing to search for any and all information on 
the subject of these vanguard Virginia coppers. For instance, how 
many ardent collectors of colonial Virginia coins are there in the U.S. 
that know what they are (really) doing? How many sellers of these coins 
are even aware of the signifigance of "variety"? Until every seller at 
least understands that there is an important difference between variety 
combinations, these coins will never begin to be appreciated for their 
individual intrinsic value among numismatic collectors. 

A valuation table needs to be established as an integral foundation 
for these coins to change hands with some semblance of value relavant to 
their original mintage, their casualty rate since, and the approximate 
number to be found as true uncirculated, for each variety combination. 

Of course, a specimen of exceptional quality would command a much higher 
valuation. 

In a world of almost total apathy toward variety distinctions for 
the colonial Virginia copper halfpenny, I have had to "create" my own 
"PHOENIX" valuation chart, with estimated original mintage quantities 
and the approximate affect of the melting pot, for each individual die 
variety combination. The values set for each respective grade (average 
quality) are based on experience of actual and proposed sales from a 
great variety of sources and in light of what the scarcety should allow 
such a specimen to bring in the open competetive market place. 

I now "live and die" by the values on this chart. It is not fixed 
in time, permanently, but is rather an open-end approach to learn truer 
values through greater knowledge of each variery, especially new ones. 

These valuations are weighted towards the lower mintages remaining 
after the affects of the "melting pot" and other losses due to nature. 
Certain obverse dies that were matched up with more than one reverse 
probably meant that the reverses didn't last for the normal 1+9,000 coin 
production rate. Hence, a smaller mintage for that variety combination! 
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Learning the signifigance of the various number of strings* on the 
harp of the reverse, lead to the following rearrangement of the die 
variety combinations, in the approximate order of the production cycle. 
(From your die variety listing - - - and researched information) 


Variety 

Harp 

w/ pd, 


I - 

A 

6 

No 

- - Only a few "sample" coins made. 

9 - 

B 

6 

No 

* Only reverse die "created" in June-1773. 





(For actual coin production) 

4 - 

G 

7 

No 

* All of the 7 string harp reverses 

4 - 

0 

7 

No 

were "created" in July-1773. 

4 - 

P 

7 

No 


7 - 

D 

7 

No 

Several reverses were necessary to match 

8 - 

H 

7 

No 

with the # 4 Obverse. 

2 - 

E 

7 

No 


3 - 

F 

7 

No 


23 - 

Q 

7 

Yes 

- - Reverse problems also developed with # 23 

23 - 

R 

7 

Yes 


24 - 

K 

7 

Yes 


22 - 

S 

7 

Yes 


25 - 

M 

7 

Yes 


27 - 

J 

7 

Yes 


20 - 

N 

7 

Yes 

- - Obverse problems developed with "N" Rev. 

21 - 

N 

7 

Yes 

* All of the 8 string harp Rev.’s: Aug-1773 

20 - 

X 

8 

No 

- - Obverse problems with "X" Rev. 

6 - 

X 

8 

No 


[10 - 

V] 

8 

No 

- - Disaster with both Obv. & Rev. dies. 

26 - 

Y 

8 

No 

- - Excellent mintage numbers. 

5 - 

Z 

8 1 

No 

- - Rev. die problems with # 5« 

5 - 

B 

6 | 

No 

- - Old 6 string, "B" Rev. "revitalized". 





in order to "finish the job". 

'RM" Rev. 

9 

N/A 

_ _ *** Not struck. Created in September. 


The above possible sequence of die combinations used by the London 
Tower Mint is not meant to be precise, but rather the general idea. Yet, 
note - - - the unusual sequence (unintentional) of the "no period" and 
"with period" die combinations used. There's a story there, too, no doubt. 

As the production of dies began in late June and throughout July in 
order to be "ready" for production to begin, only one 6 string harp reverse 
and many 7 string harp reverses were created by the die maker. It just may 
have been estimated that those initial dies would be enough to finish the 
entire job. However, with the continued problems with low production from 
so many of the dies, the die maker left "his mark" (8 strings) on the 
additional dies that he made during late August and they apparently lasted 
in use almost to the very end. 

Then the disaster with the 8 string reverse/obverse [10 - V] occured, 
causing the "RM" reverse to be created in September-1773. But, it wasn't 
ever needed, thanks to the use of the revitalized reverse "B" & obv. # 5. 


- 7 - 




This has been a long letter. But, I've had a lot to relate to you. 

I could have saved some of it for another letter. Hovever, it is 
probably better to see all of this subject matter all at once. 

You may not agree with all of my contentions. That's all right. 

Most of what I've said is of the nature of observation. How does any 
one know for absolutely certain that anything is exactly as we see it. 
Since "we see it" only from a single point of view - - - unless we confer 
with one another for varying views. I welcome your comments. 

Since I do not trust the U.S. Mail with my "orphan", I could send a 
photo of the obverse and the reverse if you wish. I've recently found a 
man who says he's "the best" at photographing coin details. He will need 
to be, because coppers, much less lower grades, are very difficult to get 
a good resolution of the details, which are so very important in this 


case. 


If you are ever in the Washington, DC area, you might want to drop 
by at the Pentagon (Phone: (202) 695-0352) to see the coin. I've usually 
got the "orphan" near by. Or you would be most welcome to drop by at my 
home, any time. 

May this letter brighten your New Year. Hope to hear from you soon. 


Sincerely 



WILLIAM N. VEACH 
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Th e-American Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED ISS8 • INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway at 15 5 th 5t r eet 
Hew York - NY. 10032 


December 27, 1989 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Edison Bros. Stores 
P.0. Box 14020 
St. Louis, MO 63178 

Dera Eric, 

Roxanne has passed on to me the Annual Giving reply card which 
you sent in. 

As you know, your ongoing generosity to the Society benefits the 
Graduate Seminar Program and is building what I am still calling the 
EPN Education Fund (and I do hope you will give us a formal name for 
this soon). In order to get one of these dandy attache cases, you 
would have to give us a separate $5,000 contribution earmarked for 
the 1989/90 Annual Giving Campaign. This is the $100,000 goal that 
Henry and Allen have set for us for this year. 

Meanwhile I hope your "secret" correspondent reacts favorably to 
your reply. I have nothing new to add from this end on the subject. 

I am sending on with this letter correspondence from William 
Veach addressed to you here. Great fan mail! 

All the best for 1990; happily we shall expect to see more of 
Evelyn this year as we move toward the benefit auction. 

Sincerely yours, 


lie A. Elam 
Director 
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Jeff Rock 

Box 3447 

San Diego, CA 92103 
(619)542-1041 

January 10, 1990 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

c/o Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 

501 North Broadway 

St. Louis, Missouri 63102 


Dear Eric, 

Happy New Year (and new decade)! 

As part of my New Year's resolutions, I’m trying to finish up some of 
the research that I've started in the past few years. The area that I'd like 
to bug you with this time is the Georgius III Rex/Immune Columbia mule of 
" 1785." 

When you wrote your magnificent article A Recently Discovered Coin 
Solves a Vermont Numismatic Enigma for the ANS Centennial volume, you 
illustrated the obverse only of one of these mules. I've checked the ANS 
holdings and noted that they did not have an example of this variety, so I 
assume that the coin you used was from your own collection. 

Would it be possible for me to obtain a photograph of both sides of this 
piece (I'd be more than happy to pay for any of the costs involved), as well 
as any pedigree information you may have on it (this way I'll be sure not to 
list the same specimen more than once). I will, of course, keep all 
information confidential, and when anything is ready for publication, I'll 
forward you a copy for comments, corrections and additions. 

Have you thought any more about revising the Virginia halfpenny 
monograph? 

Thanks a lot for your time and help in this matter! 
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William N. Veach 


2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 


20 January 1990 


The American Numismatic Society 
c/o Mr. Eric P. Newman 
Broadway at 156th Street 
New York, N.Y. 10032 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


I ? ve enclosed pictures of both the obverse and reverse of my ’’Orphan" 
colonial Virginia halfpenny, no period/ 8-string harp, no known variety. 

I would really like to hear from you on this particular coin, as I 
mentioned in my letter of 26 December 1989. 

I’m also enclosing a "corrected" page # 7 of that letter, because the 
original had two typo's on reverses with 8 harp strings. This resulted in 
the relocation of the variety set, 26-Y before 20-X and 6-X. 


2 Pictures enclosed Sincerely, 



WILLIAM N. VEACH 


/ -9d> / 

C Cof^KB c7^> ) 

Learning the signifigance of the various number of strings* on the 
harp of the reverse, led to the following rearrangement of the die 
variety combinations, in the approximate order of the production cycle. 

(From your die variety listing - - - and researched information) 

Variety Harp w/ pd. 


I 

- 

A 

6 

No 

- - Only a few "sample" coins made. 

9 

- 

B 

6 

No 

* Only reverse die "created" in June-1773. 
(For actual coin production) 

4 

- 

G 

7 

No 

* All of the 7 string harp reverses 

b 

- 

0 

7 

No 

were "created" in July-1773. 

b 

- 

P 

7 

No 


7 

- 

D 

7 

No 

Several reverses were necessary to match 

8 

- 

H 

7 

No 

with the # 4 Obverse. 

2 

- 

E 

7 

No 


3 

- 

F 

7 

No 


23 

- 

Q 

7 

Yes 

- - Reverse problems also developed with # 23 

23 

- 

R 

7 

Yes 


2k 

- 

K 

7 

Yes 


22 

- 

S 

7 

Yes 


25 

- 

M 

7 

Yes 


27 

- 

J 

7 

Yes 


20 

- 

N 

7 

Yes 

- - Obverse problems developed with "N" Rev. 

21 


N 

7 

Yes 

* All of the 8 string harp Rev.'s: Aug-1773 

26 

- 

Y 

8 

YES 

- - Excellent mintage numbers. 

20 

- 

X 

8 

YES 

- - Obverse problems with "X" Rev. 

6 

- 

X 

8 

No 


[10 

- 

V] 

8 

No 

- - Disaster with both Obv. & Rev. dies. 

5 

- 

z 

8 \ 

No 

- - Rev. die problems with # 5* 

5 

“ 

B 

6 \ 

No 

- - Old 6 string, "B" Rev. "revitalized", 
in order to "finish the job". 

'RM' 

' Rev. 

9 

N/A 

_ _ *** Not struck. Created in September. 


The above possible sequence of die combinations used by the London 
Tower Mint is not meant to be precise, but rather the general idea. Yet, 
note - - - the unusual sequence (unintentional) of the "no period" and 
"with period" die combinations used. There's a story there, too, no doubt. 

As the production of dies began in late June and throughout July in 
order to be "ready" for production to begin, only one 6 string harp reverse 
and many 7 string harp reverses were created by the die maker. It just may 
have been estimated that those initial dies would be enough to finish the 
entire job. However, with the continued problems with low production from 
so many of the dies, the die maker left "his mark" (8 strings) on the 
additional dies that he made during late August and they apparently lasted 
in use almost to the very end. 

Then the disaster with the 8 string reverse/obverse [10 - V] occured, 
causing the "RM" reverse to be created in September-1773. But, it wasn't 
ever needed, thanks to the use of the revitalized reverse "B" & obv. #5. 

- 7 - 






ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 6310 5 


January 22, 1990 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 


Dear Mr. Veach: 

I have just returned from Jamaica to find your interesting letter as to 
Virginia coppers. You certainly have improved the description of some of 
the varieties, and I think you have earned the right to do much more work 
on the subject. 

My first fear is that you might not have seen the additional literature 
since my 1956 monograph, and you should become familiar with that. These 
principally are: 

Eric P. Newman, Additions to Coinage for Colonial Virginia, American 
Numismatic Soc Museum Notes X, pp. 137-143 plus plates. 

Thomas Hall classification (manuscript) in Eric P. Newman library. 

Graham P. Dyer and Peter P. Gaspar, "A Virginia Numismatic Discovery," 
American Numismatic Soc Museum Notes 27, pp. 231-237, plus plates. 

Colonial Newsletter: Vol. 2, No. 4, Oct. 1961, p. 37 
Vol. 3, No. 2, Apr. 1962, p. 51 

James Spilman of Colonial Newsletter has prepared a weight histogram. 

New Netherlands 59th Sale, June 13-15, 1967, Lot 1060. 

Stack's Sale, June 20, 1973, Lot 841. 

Merkin Sale, Sept. 10, 1974, Lot 253. 

Several people have been flirting with a new, more comprehensive publication, 
but want me to do most of it. There is a need for it, and there will be 
no problem having a revision published covering all varieties with pictures 
and a more detailed description of each. If any historical text should 
be revised and consolidated, I would do that. I want someone else to do 
the variety work. Is that something you want to do? I have my original 
pictures of all varieties with one or two lost. 

I may have to steer one or two others off the subject, as I want someone 
to work on it promptly. Some say they want to do it, but don't do it. 

Are you the right person? 


William N. Veach 
Page 2 

January 22, 1990 


If after you read some of the literature you may not have already read, 
you can write me what you think. My telephone at home is 314/727-0850, 
and at the office it is 314/331-6540, if you wish to call. 

I have not received many ten page letters, so I can guess your enthusiasm. 
You are from Virginia, and a Virginian has more pride in doing this work 
than others. How long have you been interested in coins? What is your 
profession? Have you written other things? 

I look forward to hearing from you. 



Eric P. Newman 


mb 
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THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. (205) 881-8678 

P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 

May 16, 1990 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. „ Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Erics 

I am writing to thank you -for your very generous financial 
contribution on May 9, 1990 in the amount of *210.00 to The 
Colonial Newsletter. Your continued support of our efforts is 
sincerely appreciated. 

In addition, Eric, in my file of unfinished business I have a 
note to ask you about your plans regarding the Virginia Halfpence 
which you had mentioned a couple of years ago. I had written and 
asked about the photographic plates but, as I recall, did not 
receive a reply from you. Are you still thinking about a 
revision to that work? 

And again, many thanks for your nice contribution. 

Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL. NEWSLETTER 



iift 









ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


May 21, 1990 


Mr. James C. Spilman 
P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Dear Jim: 

I am very glad you asked about the status of Virginia halfpence matter. 

William N. Veach, 2238 Lock Lomond Dr., Vienna, VA 22181 (703-938-7673) 
has been working with me for the last few months on Virginia die variety 
descriptions. He is very enthusiastic about the publication of a newly 
revised listing. He has not so far as I know taken any pictures. I 
have my old pictures from prior publications. It was my original thought 
to republish all Virginia data (duly revised) including my monograph, 
my Museum Notes follow-up, the Gaspar-Dwyer article, etc. 

However, if a revised publication in CNL of die varieties, your weight 
data, and good illustrations is more feasible, then let's try to get 
that accomplished without republishing any of the text of the old work 
and just refer to it. 

I am sending a copy of this letter to Bill Veach to see what he suggests. 
I believe we all have the same goal. I presume you have some pictures 
of new items. 


Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 


EPNrbv 


c: William N. Veach 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis , Missouri 63105 


June 11, 1990 


Mr. James C. Spilman 
P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Dear Jim: 

As to the Virginia halfpence matter, I have talked further with William 
N. Veach. 

Both Veach and I want to do a lot more work and I believe it is premature 
at this time to make any decisions relating to the time and place of 
publication. The American Numismatic Society published both of my previous 
articles and some other related material. I have to consider that factor 
as well. 

Toward the end of the year, let's discuss the matter further. 

My kindest personal regards. 



EPN:bv 


c: William N. Veach 



THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. (205) 881”8678 

P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsvi11e, A1abama 35802 

June 16, 1990 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Erics 

Thank you Tor your letter of June 11 and May 21 regarding the 
Virginia Halfpence of 1773. Whatever you and William Veach 
decide to do will be OK with me. 

Let me outline, however, my experience with this series in recent 
years. Attached is a list of the eight specimens in my 
co11ection. A1 so attached is a tabu1 ation of the varieties known 
to me, today;! this list does not contain any varieties that were 
not included in your two original ANS publications. If there are 
later discoveries, 1 do not know of them. 

A couple of years ago I decided to build a die variety reference 
collection of the Virginia Halfpence. I discovered that it. was 
almost impossible for the following reasonss 

<1) Dealers do not attempt to attribute specimens 

by die variety. They do not know how! Only B&M 
and Stack's will, on special occasion, do so! 

(2) The excuse is that they are unable to obtain 
the reference works from ANS. 

(3) Those who have the references say the photographs 
are unsuitable for attribution. In general, I agree 
with this observation. However, from what little 
work I have accomplished I have concluded that 
because of the relatively excellence of British 

die warkmanship, every variety contains some 
specific diagnosic that almost always (except 
on worn specimens) presents a positive identification 
feature. 

(4) Only 3 CNL Patrons list an interest in this series. 

So far as I have been able to determine there are 
less that six people in the U.S. who are die 
variety col 1ectors. 

What is most needed today, from a collector's point of view, is a 
current 1isting of die variety, rarity, & inter1ocking and a set 
of enlarged glossy photos. Halftone photographs, no matter how 
fine the screen, are not satisfactory for attributing these 
things, in my opinion„ 


I hope these observations will be helpful, Eric. I have — for 
the reasons detailed above — almost abandoned my efforts to 
build a die variety collection. 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


July 20, 1990 


Mr. James C. Spilman 
P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Dear Jim: 

You mentioned in your last letter that you were aware of several collectors 
of Virginia halfpence. 

I believe new pictures should be taken of each variety and would like 
to know who has what varieties or who has unlisted or undetermined varieties. 
You could contact them directly and ask if I may write them or call 
them, or you may give me their names and I will contact them. You could 
also keep them unknown to me if they wish to cooperate through you alone. 

I think they would like to be a part of a variety update and revision. 

I personally and William N. Veach do not have enough varieties for illustrative 
purposes. 

Thank you for your continued cooperation. 


Eric F. Newman 


Sin 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, Sc. Louis, Missouri 63105 


June 22, 1990 


Mr. William N. Veach 
2238 Lock Lomond Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 

Dear Bill: 

I am pleased to enclose the reply from Spilman dated June 16, 1990. 
This solves our concerns, I believe. 

Do you think we ought to ask him who the 6 die variety collectors are, 
as they might be willing to have their pieces photographed. 

Now I hope you can write me a nice letter to make up for the last one. 



Eric P. Newman 
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THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. 
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(205) SS1-S67S 


P.0.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 


June 16, 1990 


Nr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric: 

Thank you -For your letter of June 11 and May 21 regarding the 
Virginia Halfpence of 1773. Whatever you and William Veach 
decide to do will be OK with me. 

Let me outline, however, my experience with this series in recent 
years. Attached is a list of the eight specimens in my 
collection. Also attached is a tabulation of the varieties known 
to me, today; this list does not contain any varieties that were 
not included in your two original ANS publications. If there are 
later discoveries, I do not know of them. 

A couple of years ago I decided to build a die variety reference 
collection of the Virginia Halfpence. I discovered that it was 
almost impossible for the following reasons: 

(1) Dealers do not attempt to attribute specimens 

by die variety. They do not know how! Only B&M 
and Stack's will, on special occasion, do so! 

(2) The excuse is that they are unable to obtain 
the reference works from ANS. 

<3) Those who have the references say the photographs 

are unsuitable for attribution. In general, I agree 
with this observation. However, from what little 
work I have accomplished I have concluded that 
because of the relatively excellence of British 
die workmanship, every variety contains some 
specific diagnosic that almost always (except 
on worn specimens) presents a positive identification 
feature„ 

(4) Only 3 CNL Patrons list an interest in this series. 

So far as I have been able to determine there are 
less that six people in the U.S. who are die 
variety collectors. 

What is most needed today, from a collector's point of view, is a 
current listing of die variety, rarity, ?< interlocking and a set 
of enlarged glossy photos. Halftone photographs, no matter how 
fine the screen, are not satisfactory for attributing these 
things, in my opinion. 
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William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 
15 JULY 1990 

ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I'm sorry for taking so long to reply to your letter. I've been buried 
under a U.S. Army budget submission for the Secretary of the Army. 

I've read James Spilman's letter carefully. He made some very sound 
observations. His comments on the difficulty in finding reference material 
readily available through normal sources to most coin collecters is quite 
accurate. In fact, his well made points are themselves a testimonial to my 
view that we all need a "current and complete" guide to classification of 
variety sets. 

Incidentally, if we are to ever get this world started on variety set 
mindedness for the colonial Virginia copper halfpence, it may well have to 
start with the major auctioneers like Bowers & Merena or STACKS. However, 
STACKS refuses to classify these Virginia halfpence for me (they say) merely 
because it isn't worth the time it takes, especially since I'm the only one 
that ever asks them to do so. Frankly, I think the real reason is that they 
lack confidence in the accuracy of their attempts to classify by the Newman 
variety standards. I know for a fact that the gentleman who handles U.S. 
colonial coins for STACKS, primarily, says that he has a copy of your 1956 
edition but was unaware of any subsequent additional variety types. STACKS 
obviously does not feel secure about having kept up with current updates in 
variety additions for the Virginia halfpence. 

Moreover, as you may note, even Bowers & Merena did not indicate a 
variety classification for any of the Virginia halfpence in the auction that 
I acquired the "k-L2" specimen. Bowers of all people ! You would think 
that he would have at least bothered to classify those uncirculated Virginia 
halfpence in that auction. 

Spilman's references to what is needed from a collector's viewpoint are 
right on target. However, the subject of "rarity" is complex and extremely 
speculative. Additionally, the aspect of "availibility" of any variety can 
make it more rare to the public for acquisition than a variety fewer in 
actual numbers but readily available to the public. Hence, rarity and value 
are not necessarily one in the same. 

I do not feel that color photographs are necessary. Black and white 
references are just fine. There must be some challenge, some mystery to the 
actual variety classification process. The sharpness of the features of any 
uncirculated Virginia halfpence will make it quite easy to classify. But, 
with any well worn circulated specimen, it will not be any easier to identify 
it with color photo's, no matter how large. 


Yes, I would very much like to know the names and addresses of all other 
variety-oriented Virginia halfpence collectors in the U.S. If all interested 
parties can he united into a close-knit group, we just may succeed in getting 
the colonial Virginia halfpence recognized for what it really is - - - the 
very first (and rarest) legal American coinage, now 217 years old. 

This subject should be pursued immediately. 

Of further note, I've had the two new variety coins (U-L2 & 28-L3) photo¬ 
graphed. I'm awaiting the results. I asked for black and white negatives, of 
actual size. If the negatives look good. I'll have some enlarged photo's made 
also. 

Special note: as much as I dislike to retract or change anything that I 
have established (after much examination) as a reference source, I've now 
discovered that I was incorret in evaluating that there seemed to be some 
indication of a "period" after "S" in GEORGIVS on the "28-L3" variety set 
specimen. The coin had been buried and excuvated. It has surface damage, 
apparently due to soil acids, that distorted the area immediately after "S" 
just enough to suggest that a period may have existed and was affected by 
the soil acidity. But, not so! I've recently acquired another specimen, 
a "Good/VG" lower grade which nonetheless clearly shows no evidence of any 
period, what so ever. And, these two coins are indeed exactly alike, other¬ 
wise, obverse and reverse. This much, I am sure of. 

This means that the variety set "28-L3" must be renumbered as one with 
no period after "S". We'll have to work that out later, according to any 
preferences you may have about the "final" numbers assigned to these new 
varieties that we'll be adding for the new edition. 

Soon, hopefully, we'll be able to go over this material and decide what 
of it is acceptable and what is to be deleted, as well as anything that may 
need greater clarification. 

P.S.: While I was over at a local coin show in Lanham, MD, yesterday, 

I met someone who told me that Keith Littlefield, Secretary of the 
Virginia Numismatic Association (VNA) is currently getting ready to publish 
an edition on colonial copper coins. Without telling them anything about 
our business, I want to make contact with them and find out exactly what 
they are up to. Apparently, they do intend to include colonial Virginia 
halfpence. After all, this is Virginia! And yes. I'll see if they have a 
list of Virginia halfpence collectors (variety or otherwise). 

I'll keep in touch. 


Sincerely 



William N. Veach 
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only legally sanctioned colonial coinage, was signed on May 20, 
1773 after several months of negotiations with English 
authorities. This coinage struck at the Tower Mint was to weigh 
60 to the pound and at a production cost of 20.86d., sterling, a 
profit of 16% accrued to the colony before transportation and 
insurance costs were deducted. These well made coins with the bust 
of George III on the obverse and the Virginia crest on the reverse 
with the legend, VIRGINIA, were to pass at 24 to the Virginia 
shilling. The shipment arrived in America on February 14, 1774 but 
distribution was delayed until royal permission was received one 
year later, or only fifty days prior to the start of the 
Revolutionary War. Consequently, the Virginia halfpence were 
hoarded and saw little circulation until after hostilities had 
ceased. Virginia halfpence obviously did circulate since many have 
been recovered in the excavations and restorations at Colonial 
Williamsburg. 142 The availability of brilliant, uncirculated 
specimens today is due to the cache of coins which were never 
placed in circulation and came into the possession of Colonel 
Mendes I. Cohen of Baltimore sometime around 1870. 143 


The Virginia halfpence were well made coins which attracted the 
attention of Benjamin Franklin. 144 Writing about them from his post 
in London on January 5, 1774, he commented, "Virginia has lately 
had a Quantity of Copper Halfpence struck at the Mint here for 
their Province. Inclos'd I send you a Specimen of theirs. They 
may serve to keep out the worthless counterfeit Trash of late so 
common." While such a statement is complimentary of the quality 
of the Virginia coinage, it also is an indication about the status 
of the small change in America just before the Revolution. 

At this point, our survey of colonial coinage approaches the 
brink of the American Revolution, a conflict which arose as the 
Plantations looked for more economic self-determination while an 
equally resolute mother country strove to protect her markets and 
raw material supply,* it become a losing battle for England to 
maintain her possessions in America, both prosperous but dependent. 
Paper currency, a necessity to increase the visible money supply, 
had, generally speaking, achieved moderate stability despite 
Parliamentary restrictions which were regarded as more protective 


141 Newman, Colonial Virginia , passim. This excellent monograph 
by Newman describes the 22 die varieties. Taxay, Comprehensive 
Catalogue . 14; Crosby, Early Coins . 338-340. Breen, Encyclopedia . 
30-31. 


142 Newman, Colonial Virginia . 33; James C. Spilman, "The 
Virginia Halfpence of 1773," C.N.L. 1061. 

143 See also Breen, "Coin Hoards," 16-17. 

144 Smythe, Franklin . Vol. VI, 175-176. 
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weight orange, even within the same die varieties, becomes 
immediately apparent. This lack of uniformity reflects.imperfect 
quality control in planchet manufacture, particularly with regard 
to the thickness to which the planchet stock was rolled; coins cut 
from a thicker material would obviously be heavier. Planchet 
diameters could naturally vary since all these coins were struck 
without collars. Overstruck and double struck coppers are 
characteristically greater in diameter since they have been 
subjected to the deforming pressure of the press more than once. 
As a general statement, the more rudimentary the conditions of 
planchet preparation the greater the weight range and the less 
uniformity. In Table XIX, this disparity in coin weights is 
expressed by the value of the first standard deviation; the lesser 
consistency in weight of the coppers in a particular series, the 
greater the first standard deviation. From Table XIX, the Virginia 
halfpence, group 19a, has the smallest first standard deviation, 
and the most obvious explanation for this better consistency_was 
the better manufacturing technology available at the Tower Mint. 
Despite these conditions, not only did the Virginia series show 
quite a variation in uniformity, but, in fact, Peck listed a range 
of 140.9 to 167.9 grains for regal copper halfpence minted there 
between the years 1770 and 1775. 11 While overweight silver and 
gold planchets of the period were individually reconciled prior to 
striking as evidenced by file adjustment marks, it would have been 
ridiculous to have expended such efforts on the copper medium. 
Although minting procedures have advanced over the years, the 
process is not yet perfect, since as late as the most recent 
halfpence of Elizabeth II, the weight ranged from 84.7 to 89.2 
grains with a standard of 87.5. 

Coppers from colonial American mints, therefore, would be 
expected to show a greater discrepancy in weight than those from 
England since quality control would have been less developed in the 
late eighteenth century. The best American pieces, as a group, 
were from the Massachusetts mint, although some individual New 
Jersey issues showed good consistency. 

At first thought, one might query how coins in varying 
conditions of wear can be considered and averaged in the same 
group. The fact is that the ravages of usual circulation do not 
appreciably reduce the coin's weight. Spilman reported a loss of 
6.84% for Virginia halfpence, recovered from archeological digs at 
Colonial Williamsburg, when compared to a standard derived from 
uncirculated specimens. 12 Frequently the state or grade of a coin 
is a reflection of its manufacture rather than wear, per se . This 
circumstance is well illustrated by Machin's imitation halfpence 
where the dies were shallowly engraved on purpose to simulate wear, 


11 Peck, British Museum , 620-621. 

12,1 The Virginia Halfpence of 1773," C.N.L. . 1061. 
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... various sorts of copper coin circulating in this 
State, the principal whereof are. 

First. A few genuine British half-pence of George 
the Second, and some of an earlier date, the 
impressions of which are generally defaced. 

Second. A number of Irish half-pence, with a bust 
on one side, and a harp on the other. 

Thirdly. A very great number of pieces in imitation 
of British half-pence, but much lighter, of inferior 
copper, and badly executed. — These are generally 
called by the name Birmingham Coppers, as it is 
pretty well known that they are made there, and 
imported in casks, under the name of Hard Ware, or 
wrought copper. 

Fourthly. There has lately been introduced into 
circulation, a very considerable number of coppers 
of the kind that are made in the State of 
New-Jersey. Many of these are below the proper 
weight of the Jersey coppers, and seem as if 
designed as a catch-penny for this market. 

This report is of interest in that no mention is made of 
genuine George III halfpence but only the counterfeits which 
obviously outnumbered the former, a fact that will be later 
explained. Thus, these Birmingham coppers are described as being 
the chief small money of the period. The lightweight New Jersey 
coppers censured by the committee were probable Hatfield’s 
counterfeits (group 8) since none of the other underweight New 
Jersey coppers had appeared by the spring of 1787 and this Maris 
54-k is a fairly common coin. 


vv 

A 


This committee report continues as it makes a public exposure 
of the excessive profits turned by those who produced the regal and 
counterfeit English halfpence and the New Jersey coppers. It was 
estimated that a pound of suitable copper for cutting into blanks 
would cost no more than 20d. , New York money, and that the 
additional expense for minting would not exceed 6d., for a total 
cost of 26d. per pound of token copper coins. A .summary of the 
financial disclosures presented by the committee are found in Table 
XX together with some corrections made for errors in their 
calculations. The committee acknowledged that they "have not been 
able to ascertain with any degree of accuracy" the "real expense 
of coinage." While the committee correctly quoted the cost of 
copper, it significantly understated the production costs. 
Published accounts from the Tower Mint indicated the charges for 
planchet preparation, moneyers, engravers and smiths was 7d. 


3 ^The William Weimer and David Hirt Collections . 107. Twelve 
54-k coppers were represented in Table XIX, making it a common coin 
which also is popular with collectors since it is a single type 
issue. 
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sterling (12.4d. New York money) , or twice the committee's estimate 
of 6d. The actual profit for Tower Mint halfpence was stated at 
10.8% and 16% for the 1773 Virginia halfpence, excluding any 
shipping and insurance fees to America. 34 This is a far cry from 
the 57% calculated by the committee. Minting costs for clandestine 
operations producing Birmingham halfpence must have been lower than 
those from well regulated mints with coins of standard weight and 
composition. Profits would have been substantially higher for a 
counterfeiting venture but defy accurate computation. The profits 
for the New Jersey coppers were grossly misstated, with no 
provision made for the 10% royalty owed to the state for the 
franchise from the legal mints, all of which were known to have had 
serious financial difficulties. 


^able VI; Newman, Virginia Halfpence , 20. 




THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc 


<205) 881-8678 


4007 Medford Drive, SE 
Huntsvi lie, A1 a barn a 35802 


July 27, 1990 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Hi Eric, 

Thank you for your letter of July 20. I will be happy to do 
anything that I can to help with the Virginia Halfpence photos. I 
am, at the moment, headed out the door on vacation from which I 
will return August 27, so I will not be able to start until then. 

I do have two suggestions that you might care to explore. First, 
as you are probably aware, Dave Bowers is working on a book which 
will include die variety photographs of all the Early Amewrican 
Coinages. He may have a complete set of the 1773 Virginia 
Halfpence photographs available, now, that he would loan to you 
for use in your book. Next, I have a set of 35mm negatives of 
all of t he Virginia Half p enc e in the Col onia1 Wi11iamsb urg 
collection that I made a year or so ago. There are four rolls of 
36 exposure which are developed but which I have not printed. 
There should be 144 images, give or take a few. These also need 
to be attributed by die variety. If you would like I will send 
these to you and you can have prints made, and there may be some 
new varieties in the Foundation's collection. 

More when I return from vacation. 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 



Spi1 man 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 
06 August 1990 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 
61+50 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

As I stated not long ago in an earlier letter of mine, I don't like to 
make retractions or to reverse myself on the position of a variety (or set) 
that I've looked at "long and hard" as a "new variety" example. 

Well, I'm doing so once again, in spades (as I told you over the phone). 
But I feel this needs to be put down in writing. I now feel confident that I 
am correct. I understand where I went wrong. Chalk it off to inexperience. 
I'm learning. Especially that it is easier to make inconclusive judgements 
about variety set classifications whenever either the source reference image 
is not very clear or sharp (not an uncirculated specimen) or that the coin 
specimen is not clear due to circulation wear/damage or due to excuvated- 
related damage, much less both. 

This was the case with both of the two new variety set classifications 
(U-L2 and 28-L3) that I had originally tried to prove to be new, when each 
actually was just another member of one of the variety sets you've already 
established. In both cases, I was not working with sharp detail. And so, 
consequently, neither coin is a new variety sample. I had to prove this to 
myself, beyond a shadow of a doubt. And I did. 

I'm revising all my variety detail notes, accordingly. We will have to 
wait until James Spilman returns after the 27th of August, to give us the 
names, addresses, and phone no.'s of those he feels are true variety set 
collectors of the Colonial Virginia Halfpenny. If they don't have any new 
variety specimens, then we can begin to move foreward with the variety set 
detail material that I worked up for you. 

I also would like those 6 or so names in order to invite them to join 
my 1773 - Colonial Virginia copper Halfpenny Generation Newsletter. But, I 
couldn't wait any longer. Many new prospects wanted to see paperwork on 
this new newsletter. So, I've mailed out 5 prospective letters, with 3 
more out tomorrow. I believe in "getting on" with something. And, so I've 
accumulated 10 prospective members, including myself and one anonymous 
member. Of the 8 remaining members, 7 have enthusiastically accepted my 

invitation, and the last person hasn't been invited until now - that 

person is you. I would have said something sooner but I couldn't seem to 
get this letter out in the mail to you. 

Anyway, I really want you "on board". And, I realize that you said 
that you weren't a variety collector, but you are variety conscious, and 
that's what really counts. Also, I want you to be able to keep track of 
whatever may develop. Furthermore, you are the "Star" of the very first 
newsletter. Maybe you shouldn't blow your own horn, but I will. We all 
owe you so much. 


This brings me to another point, I'm in dire need of copies of your 
1956 Monograph. If you have some extra copies stored away, I'd gladly pay 
you for them. I could use at least a dozen copies. I have one 7^ year 
old gentleman who began collecting Colonial Virginia copper Halfpennies 
when he was 12 years old, and yet, he does not know anything about Newman 
varieties, has never seen your 1956 Monograph (or its "Additions"), and 
doesn't know what he really has. Is he ever in for a real treat? 

I've found several members who are just starting to collect by the 
different varieties and know very little, but these are the types that can 
catch on fire and give Newman steadfast support through the many years 
to come. 

On the copies of the Monograph, if it's alright with you, I'd like to 
get permission to "Xerox" some copies for the members of my Generation 
Newsletter. They are the "soldiers" who will spread the Newman variety 
Index as the standard, all over the East coast of the U.S. 

Now back to your membership in the Generation Newsletter - I've 

enclosed : A. a prospective member (letter /2pp.) 

B. the Constitution and Bylaws 

C. a questionaire, which is just for your information 
so you can see what I asked the other members. 

Of course, you don't have to fill yours out, as I already know most 
of your answers. Please create a file for these items, as there will be 
more (Newsletters) to follow. The first newsletter will have a complete 
membership listing, subject to additions later. Total membership should 
not exceed l6. 


Sincerely, 


S£lL~Xf. J 

William N. Veach 



(205) 881-8678 


THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. 


P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35802 

February 27, 1991 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. „ Louis, MO 63105 


Dear Eric: 

As I have been accompl i shi ng my end o-f year clean up of 
correspondence I have discovered to my chagrin that I apparently 
failed to reply to your letter of August 1, 1990 wherein you 
asked about contacting CNL Patrons who are collectors of the 1773 
Virginia Halfpence. If I did reply I failed to keep a file 
copy. 

As it turns out — there is only one person other than myself who 

indicates that he collects the Virginia l/2d. He is: 

Mark Ballek 

815 Route #1, Room 3 

Iselin, NJ 08830 

He did not, however, respond to the CNL survey so I have no idea 
whether he is a serious collector or has only a casual interest. 
As I have mentioned before, there is little interest in this 

series. 

Regarding the negatives of the Colonial Williamsburg specimens 
— as soon as I can complete the annotation of the negatives I 
will send them to you. I must scratch numbers on each one so 

that when printed we can positively identify the prints with my 
log of the shots. This should not take long to complete — I 
must simply find the time to complete the task. My wife and I 
have been doing a considerable amount of travelling and my time 
for such tasks is very limited. 

Also — I have been told that the Bower's die variety book is 

once again on the front burner. 

In great haste -- we are an our way to Florida. 


Best regards, 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER 








ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


March 5, 1991 


Mr. James C. Spilman 

THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, INC. 

P. 0. Box 4411 
Huntsville, AL 35802 

Dear Jim: 

Thank you very much for your letter of February 27, 1991 on the Virginia 
matters. You are brave to tackle so many projects at one time. 

As to the negatives of the specimens in the Colonial Williamsburg collection, 
I look forward to receiving them after you complete your identification. 

I hope you have had a nice Florida vacation and look forward to a shorter 
gap in our correspondence. 



EPN:bv 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


March 5, 1991 


Mr. William N. Veach 
2238 Lock Lomond Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 

Dear Bill: 

Enclosed is a long delayed answer to my letter of August 1, 1990 to 
James Spilman. He now promises to turn over the Virginia photographs. 

My reply is also enclosed. 

Never a dull moment! 

The Bowers group is working at a slow pace on Virginia, and would probably 
wait for us if I asked. 
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William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 
17 April 1991 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 
6^50 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

For many months, I’ve been working intensely on a personal project, 
which is now complete. It took every free moment I had. 

Now, I have once again turned to improving the detailed variety set 
descriptions that I had sent to you previously. After you had asked me 
to try and be more "exacting" in my expression of the relative distances 
between letters or symbols within a comparative statement, such as "the 
letters of REX are distant,"or "X is near the curl," I tried to do so. 

But, when I tried to use some other comparative distance on the same 
coin, I found it to be meaningless on another variety for the very same 
distinction or comparison. Then, I tried using 64ths of an inch for exact 
distances and instantly realized that these so called exact expressions 
were not necessarily distinctly relative to a specific obverse variety at 
all. 


Now, I have come to the conclusion that no written description will 
necessarily ever be sufficient to effectively pinpoint which specific 
variety an individual specimen is, not by itself. This, I have also had 
expressed to me by several of the members of my Generation Newsletter. 

They have told me, in no uncertain terms, that while a concise written 
description with key differences helps to eliminate some variety types, 
only the visual confirmation gained by examining the vivid plates in the 
back of your 1956 book makes conclusive identification possible. 

I happen to agree. Therefore, I've been unable to improve upon the 
previous version, except to correct a few descriptively erroneous terms. 

As I've said before, I think that these descriptions are helpful, but 
are not capable of independently confirming a specific variety, without 
the assistance of clear plates of each variety, by type. 

I've always had to used the plates, absolutely. 

Thus, the efforts you and James Spilman are making to gather photo's 
of each variety type is extremely important. Obviously, such a set of 
these plates need to be preserved for all time. 

In summary, I don't want you to be too disappointed. I think that 
I've done a meaningful job of detailed description. While some degree of 
vagueness seems to linger within my written descriptions, they are not 
contradictory or confusing to me, merely a little inconclusive. This keeps 
that little touch of mystery in the image of these coins and makes them all 
that much more interesting to the avid collector. 


~ JL- 


I know you’ve been waiting patiently, for quite some time, for 
me to finish this aspect of the project. I’ve missed the perfection 
that I had desired, myself. Well, I tried. I really did. You are 
the last person in the world I would want to disappoint or let down. 

However, together, I think we’ve made important strides toward 
improving the original work. I certainly feel more comfortable with 
my new written descriptions. They are quite helpful to me as I weed 
through the odds and ends of these Colonial Virginia 1/2 d's at coin 
shows. 


*********************** 


Last but not least, I've incorporated the standard "lettering” 
system for new/previously unmatched variety sets: 


1. Obverses - - - given a number 

2. Reverses - - - given a letter: 

a. 6-string harp - - - CIA, C1B, C1C, C1D, etc. 

b. 7-string harp - - - L1A, LIB, L1C, LID, etc. 

c. 8-string harp - U1A, U1B, U1C, U1D, etc. 


I believe this is what we finally agreed on - - - because it offers 
both flexibility and an unlimited source of "numbers" for new reverses 
of new variety sets. 

I have enclosed a copy of the latest cleaned up version. 


********************** 


By the way, I’ve lost track of the significance of the Bower's group 
slowing their pace on the Virginia Halfpence - - - and waiting for you, if 
you asked. As I remember, they were just going to send you any photo's 
that they might find in their records/files. 

Keep well and keep in touch on any meaningful progress with those 
photo's from James Spilman. Looks like he may be able to "come through" 
for you, yet. Good luck. 



Bill 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


June 3, 1991 


Mr. Paul J. D'Arcy 

c/o American Numismatic Association 

818 North Cascade 

Colorado Springs, CO 80903-3279 

Dear Paul: 

You will be surprised to hear from me, after you cited my 1956 publication 
in your work which was just published in THE NUMISMATIST, May 1991. 

Your article was so pleasant to read. I am sure you enjoyed doing the 
study on which it was based. 

It so happens that I have been encouraged to revise and add to my research 
in this regard and nothing would give me more pleasure than to have 
someone else undertake or help to do it. It does involve die variety 
work (and new pictures) as well as some historical work. There are 
other articles with which you apparently are not familiar. In any event, 
if you are interested in working on the matter for a thesis or to produce 
a truly scholarly monograph, please let me hear from you. 

In any event, congratulations on your article. 



Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


EPN:bv 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCA TION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


August 1, 1991 


Mr. William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 

Dear Bill: 

Your enthusiasm for the recognition of the Virginia Halfpence by the 
State Legislature of Virginia is amazing. Only you could create an 
atmosphere of excitement of this type out of an event in the past. 

I wish you luck in achieving the goal. 

In presenting the historical matters to those who are working up the 
resolution, please be sure to have the supplementary material published 
by me in NUMISMATIC NOTES AND MONOGRAPHS included. 

There is no reason for you not to be mentioned. It is perfectly under¬ 
standable to be modest, but if a convenient mention of your name comes 
about, you should not object to it. 

I'm sure you will have great satisfaction in pursuing this project. 

My kindest regards. 



Sincerely 


EPN:bv 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22181 
29 July 1991 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 
Wk Ph: (703) 695-0352 

Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I want to let you know that I'm embarking on an unusual under¬ 
taking. I've made preliminary contact with a Virginia State Senator 
and ( a close friend of his) a State Delegate that have responded 
"most favorably" to my initial request to have them draft a Virginia 
State resolution to acclaim the extraordinary achievement of our 
Colonial Virginia forefathers, in 1773, for successfully obtaining 
and distributing the Colonial Virginia copper Halfpenny (Halfpence) 
as the first authorized legal coinage in Colonial America . 

These little Colonial coppers will finally be officially and 
meritoriously established in their rightful place in documented 
Virginia heritage as a momentous achievement, by many of the very same 
men that drafted and signed the birth certificate of Democracy, the 
Declaration of Independence, in 1776. 

These two gentlemen said that they will work with me to get a 
fundamental draft of pertinent data written up and sent down to the 
"legal staff" in Richmond, Virginia to be composed into a final draft 
acclaimation in the form of a legislative resolution to be presented 
to the entire body and to be passed into law as a bipartisan gesture. 

My fundamental draft will be based 90% on your findings, and they 
all know it. I've managed to get half a dozen extra copies of your 
1956 (A.N.S.) Monograph and have spread it all around. They are some¬ 
what shocked to find that they, as Virginians, much less politicians, 
previously knew absolutely nothing about these Virginia Halfpennies. 

This is to our advantage! Several key players are reading your 
"good stuff" as I write this. 

Thanks to your relentless research reflected in your 1956 Monograph, 
many of these central figures will be completely "Newmanized" and will 
cone to realize the tremendous importance of your findings. As your 
revelations were presented as a product of an A.N.S. Monograph, the 
effect is that your word is immediately accepted without question. Yes 
they do! They seem so pleased that somegas gathered all this together 
for than to appreciate. 

Indeed, they seen to wonder where your book has been all these 
last 35 years. And, how could they have possibly missed it? And so, 
rightfully it is that your Monograph should be the very "cornerstone" 
from which the ultimate resolution of the Commonwealth of Virginia will 
be built. I would hope that they will start with recognizing some of 
the very men that successfully sued King George III, in 1773. 





Hopefully, if all goes well, this triumph over so much previous apathy 
should serve to permanently acknowledge and deservedly exalt your admirable 
contribution to the Archives of the sovereign Commonwealth of Virginia. 

Once the State legislature's legal staff has made a final draft, it 
shall be presented (according to current thinking) to both the Virginia 
State Library's archivist and to the Virginia Historical Society for their 
respective "reviews," independent "findings," and lastly their individual 
and "solemn recommendations" for enactment into law. Relax, I'm preping 
them now. There is plenty of time. This enactment can't take place until 
next January/February (1992). That is when the legislature "sits" again. 
That's fine. That gives me more time to sew things up, tight. 

Much of what little I'll give them to go on will be taken from your 
1956 Monograph and that will be plenty. It will point the way for their 
thorough inquiry. They will be happy with what they find. Your footnotes 
will especially be helpful to than. 

A final courtesy shall be, as would have been the case in old Colonial 
times, to send a copy of the final draft to the Governor of Virginia for 
his review, consideration, and his most welcome participation in recom¬ 
mending this resolution, all be it a bit tardy, be passed into law. 

And so now, I've woven my web intricately, carefully and harmoniously 
to capture the latent allegiance, herein, to the spirit of our Colonial 
American heritage among fellow Virginians. 

And hopefully, this State resolution will finally establish the 
Virginia Halfpenny on an official level of its own. 

Once this resolution is passed, it was also felt that steps need to 
be taken to disseminate this welcome revelation throughout the Commonwealth, 
for all to appreciate in proper praise of our Colonial Virginia forefathers. 

Quite appropriately, I won't be mentioned anywhere. I am just a quiet 
catalyst through which time will mold another tiny piece of history. And, 

I feel very good about that. It's a personal victory. 

Anyway, it's a start. I'm working hard on that projection of there 
being 15,000 Virginia Halfpenny collectors by the year 2000. 

P.S.: Write me a line or two and let me know the latest status of your 
update of the 1956 Monograph. 


Sincerely, 



William N. Veach 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
l6 September 1991 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I've been making very slow progress with my local State Delegate. 
It happens to be his reelection year. However, I finally managed to 
get together with him today and presented him with a 3-page draft of 
the proposed 1773 Virginia Halfpenny "Acclamation/Resolution." 

He found it very informative and thorough. 

He'll send it to Richmond, along with a cover letter, requesting 
that they write this draft into a legislative final draft to be sent 
to two "reviewing sources" and finally on to the Governor of Virginia 
for his review, consideration, and his recommendation for its passage 
by the entire legislature of the Commonwealth of Virginia. It would 
be introduced as a bipartisan issue to commemorate an outstanding 
achievement of previous Virginia legislators, hopefully next January 
or February, 1992. 

I've enclosed a copy of my draft so that you may follow along with 
any progress we might make. Your comments are always welcome. 


Sincerely, 



William N. Veach 



A STATE RESOLUTION 
OF 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
FOR 

THE ACCLAMATION OF 

* # * * 


THE 1773 COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENNY 
AND 

OUR COLONIAL VIRGINIA FOREFATHERS 

# * * 


(JANUARY - 1992) 


Recommended by the Governor, the Honorable L. Douglas Wilder - 


SECTION - I 

A LONG OVERDUE RECOGNITION 

It is important that all Virginians recognize and acclaim the 
extraordinary achievement of our Colonial Virginia forefathers when 
they finally succeeded in obtaining the British made 1773 Colonial 
Virginia copper Halfpenny (Halfpence) and distributed it as the 
very first authorized legal coinage of Colonial America. 

This was truely a historic Numismatic milestone. Many of these 
same Colonial statesmen were among those who supported the ideas that 
culminated in the development and final drafting of the now legendary 
and exemplary Declaration of Independence, in 1776. 


SECTION - II 

A SUBSTANTIVE CHRONOLOGY 

In the year of 1645, resourceful statesmen in the legislature of 
the British colony of the Commonwealth of Virginia struggled with the 
apathy of the British Parliament, trying to acquire the authority to 
strike a Virginia coinage for their daily use within their colonial 
boundaries. Indeed, our Virginia forefathers endured over 130 years of 
frustration and continued disappointment until the 1770’s. 

During this decade, the need for a low value medium of exchange in 
daily affairs reached an extreme pinacle. No longer were the customary 
tobacco receipts an amiable medium of confidence or assured constant 
value with the passage of time. Paper money was not without its crises 
from counterfeiting and was normally utilized for larger transactions. 

However, in 1773, the Commonwealth of Virginia legislated its own 
resolve to have low value copper coinage for daily use, to settle small 
business dealings throughout the colony, especially in its trade ports. 


A STATE RESOLUTION 
OF 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 


ON 

THE 1773 COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENNY 

# * 

SECTION - II 
(Chronology, continued) 

Based in London, the Virginia colonist and shipping merchant 
John Norton presented the Commonwealth's request for authority to 
immediately produce five tons of copper coinage, of Halfpence value, to 
the King of England. King George III agreed to authorize 5 times the 
requested amount in a Royal Warrant, in May 1773. 

While the bust of King George III was to be placed on the obverse 
(front) of this coinage, John Norton once again bartered successfully on 
behalf of the Virginia colonists, to have their Virginia coat-of-arms 
reflected on the reverse (back side), beneath the British Crown and with 
the word "Virginia", in two parts, located near the rim. 

The only date of issue, 1773, was placed on the reverse and divided 
by the Crown. The shield of Virginia's arms was divided into quadrants 
by St. George's Cross. Ironically, this design had included the word 
"peace," but the reference was discarded at the demand of the British 
Crown. A few sample pattern pieces were struck in May 1773, about 1 and 
1/8 inches in diameter, slightly larger than the final and official size 
minted, and were immediately dispatched by John Norton to Virginia and 
approval was obtained from Virginia Treasurer, Robert Carter Nicholas. 

Die production commenced in late June, 1773. The actual coinage 
was struck in the London Tower Mint. Beginning in early August, matched 
obverse and reverse die combinations were used to strike these copper 
coins, 672,000 in all, one at a time. Poor productivity levels arose 
from defective dies and many more had to be made throughout August. 

And, it is here that a small shadow of mystery veils the exact identity 
of the various die variety sets resulting from the die cutters hand 
punched letters and symbols around the legends of the two faces of each 
coin. The extreme rarity of certain die varieties sets make them well 
worthy of Numismatic attribution. 

Completion of this Virginia issue occurred in September, 1773. In 
February, 177^, John Norton shipped all five tons aboard his ship, the 
"Virginia," which delivered its cargo up the York River, into Virginia. 
Whereupon, Virginia Treasurer, Robert Carter Nicholas stored the copper 
c8ins safely away for 9 months, awaiting a proper "proclamation" by the 
King of England, authorizing the general distribution of Virginia's new 
copper coinage. 


A STATE RESOLUTION 
OF 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

# * * 

ON 

THE 1773 COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENNY 

« * 

SECTION - II 
(Chronology, continued) 

Finally, the Crown's authorization arrived and the Treasurer, Mr. 
Nicholas, announced to all "interested parties," in March 1775 the 
immediate availability of new Virginia copper coinage, in exchange for 
other recognized legal tender. Thus, the Colonial Virginia copper 
Halfpenny was officially issued into circulation in March, 1775, just 
months before fighting broke out between the various American colonies 
and British troops, at Concord and Lexington. 

The spirit of independence was predominant over the land. And, 
although the Virginia copper coinage did bear the image of King George 
III, it was still direly needed and was well circulated throughout the 
Commonwealth of Virginia and among the many other colonies as well. 

SECTION - III 
A BIPARTISAN ACCLAMATION 

On behalf of all citizens of the Commonwealth of Virginia, we 
do in this year of 1992, both acclaim the meritorious achievement of our 
Colonial forefathers for their resourceful acquisition of these unique 
copper Halfpennies and recognize that this Virginia issue established 
then, and was indeed, the first authorized (by the British Crown) legal 
(authorized by the Virginia legislature) coinage of Colonial America. 

In order to uphold the dignity and propriety of our Colonial fore¬ 
fathers' momentous achievement, it behoves each Virginian to resolve to 
protect the integrity of the very few surviving specimens of this little 
copper Halfpenny and to promote its continuing welfare as a mandate of 
our prolific and historic Colonial Virginia heritage. 

With heartfelt admiration and professional awe, a final recognition 
is required, here, to praise the outstanding and relentless research by 
Numismatist Eric P. Newman (A.N.S.) who gathered the many aforementioned 
historical details and presented them to the world in his 1956 American 
Numismatic Society Monograph, "Coinage For Colonial Virginia," including 
his early 1960's update, "Additions to Coinage For Colonial Virginia." 

May these tiny pieces of historic Virginia long survive, as National 
Treasures: the first authorized legal coinage of Colonial America. 
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COPY 


March 27, 1992 


Mr. William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 

Dear Mr. Veach, 

Thank you very much for your most interesting letter describing 
your involvement with Colonial Virginia coinage and your successful 
efforts to have that coinage, as well as Eric P. Newman, our "renowned 
American Numismatic Author," properly celebrated. I speak for the 
American Numismatic Society when I assure you that we are very pleased 
at your commitment to the study of the Colonial Virginia Halfpenny. 
Likewise, we appreciate your efforts to have our highly esteemed 
Councillor/author recognized for his tremendous contributions to 
numismatic scholarship. 

The Society would be most honored to present the certificate with 
the Virginia State resolution to Eric Newman at a public meeting, 
perhaps on September 26 or October 17. It would be splendid if you 
were able to attend that meeting as well. 

I look forward to hearing from you regarding your availability for 
either of those dates. 


Cordially yours, 


cc: Eric P. Newman 


Roxanne Greenstein 
Development Officer 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
21 March 1992 
Hm. Ph.: (703) 938-7673 
Wk. Ph.: (703) 695-0352 
Pentagon 

Ms. Roxanne Greenstein 
Development Officer 

of the A.N.S. Newsletter 
The American Numismatic Society 
Broadway at 155th Street 
New York, NY 10032 

Dear Ms. Greenstein: 

While I have not Been a member of A.N.S. very long, I have 
been a devoted collector of the 1773 - Colonial Virginia copper 
Halfpenny for which Eric P. Newman has given so much to many of 
us who revere these little copper gems of American history. 

I created the Generation Newsletter (closed membership) to 
bring together those who might appreciate sharing any existing, 
as well as, additional information on this single date coinage. 
Of course, the A.N.S.'s membership in this Newsletter hopefully 
reaches interested readers at large, through the reading file. 

Apathy towards the recognition of these Colonial specimens 
has long been a major concern of mine. During the past several 
years. I’ve managed to acquire and disperse over a dozen copies 
of Eric's old 1956 A.N.S. Monograph to key individuals, some of 
whom had never heard of it. Included in this category were key 
individuals in several institutions in the very Commonwealth of 
Virginia: the Virginia Historical Society, the age-old official 
Virginia State Archives in Richmond, and the Colonial Williams¬ 
burg Foundation. 

The above information is just to let you know a little bit 
about myself. I would prefer it to be "off the record." 

************************* 

However, of tremendous importance and the very reason that 
I have written you, is that I recently submitted a "resolution" 
through my local Virginia State Deligate, to the Virginia State 
Legislature, in Richmond. They "sit" and pass legislation only 
in January and February. And, this is for publication! 

The subject of my resolution was twofold: while officially 
acclaiming the "momentous achievement" of our Colonial Virginia 
statesmen and forefathers, for establishing the 1773 - Colonial 
Virginia copper Halfpenny as the first authorized legal coinage 
of Colonial America, it was also to acknowledge and pay tribute 
to Eric P. Newman, a world renowned American Numismatic author, 
whose relentless research revealed these facts to all the world 
in his book, "Coinage For Colonial Virginia." 


I have just learned from my Deligate that the "resolution" 
was, in fact, passed. The document will be a certificate-like, 
Virginia State resolution, with the official seal of the solemn 
Commonwealth of Virginia, on one page. The original, in color, 
is coming to me in about a month. 

While I did write the initial submission, it was "cut" and 
revised a bit by the legislative legal experts before its final 
adoption. I only hope that I can still recognize it. 

I will send you a copy. I would like to make the original 
one available to the A.N.S. for presentation to Eric, as proper 
recognition for all his hard work. I know that you all do that 
sort of thing ever so well. 

I've already informed Eric of my success on this project. 

The main reason for this resolution was to permanently and 
prestigiously establish an official Virginia State acclamation, 
a historic acknowledgement of our Colonial Virginia forefathers 
and their outstanding achievement for establishing this coinage 
of the 1773 - Colonial Virginia copper Halfpenny. 

This same document also permanently pays proper tribute to 
Eric P. Newman, the "God Father" of these little coppers. That 
all Virginians will now come to be acquainted with these coins, 
after 219 years, solely because of his work, is poetic justice. 

Finally, this Virginia State resolution will be a starting 
point for future Numismatic researchers who wish to look deeper 
into the mysteries of this unique and rare Colonial coinage. 

"Where are they now?" (All 672,000 coins) 


Sincerely, 



William N. Veach 


Author of - - - - 
"The GOLD FROG (Riddle)" 





The-American-Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 • INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway-at-155 th -Street 

Mew York • NY. 10032 


June 19, 1992 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric, 

After the Council Meeting on Friday, July 17, we look forward to 
awarding you the Resolution from the Virginia State Legislature, 
honoring you for your research on Colonial Virginia halfpennies. On 
the same occasion, we shall honor those who have been ANS members for 
more than 50 years with honorary Life Membership. 

We shall convene in the West Hall for the presentations and for 
your address on "The Currency of Early America." Afterwards at the 
reception, we will have an opportunity to meet and converse with the 
students and the new honorary Life Members. 

The enclosed press release imparts more information about the 
event. Perhaps Evelyn would like to join us. 


Sincerely yours, 


Lesl 




ie A. Elam 



Neubemer&Berman 

O 


June 30, 1992 


605 Third Avenue 
Vw Wk. \.Y. 10158-3608 
212 -T6-6000 
Facsimile: 

212 -T6-6090 

Members New York 
Stock Exchange 

Investment Management 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Tried to reach you today at the museum but your 
line was consistently busy. I just wanted to get in 
touch with you rather quickly because of two items: 

(A) Congratulations on the Virginia 
award, as cited by the ANS. 

(B) I thought that you were wise in 
taking the $300,000 in special holdings 
from the Harry Edison Foundation and 
transferring it to Lazard. 

As you well know, I have been quite cautious — 
possibly excessively so because corporate earnings and 
dividends have not been buoyant — and stock prices have 
been quite strong. As a value player I have been very 
hesitant — so your action is intelligent and understood. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Leslie Elam July 20, 1992 

Roxanne Greenstein 
American Numismatic Society 
Broadway at 155th St. 

New York, NY 10032 


Dear Leslie and Roxanne: 

Your planning of the presentation to me of the Resolution of 
the Virginia Assembly is most appreciated and far beyond the call 
of duty. Such a Resolution is rather unique in numismatic research 
and I want to assure you that it was initiated by William Veach 
without my knowledge. By the time I was asked to give consent to 
it I was not in a position to refuse and thought it would never 
take place. 

The fact that you made a fuss over this matter was truly 
unnecessary, but because some other people may get satisfaction out 
of such a happening or ANS may get goodwill out of it I am glad to 
play my part. You were thoughtful and I thank you both. 

Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 



William Veach 


July 20, 1992 


2238 Loch Lomand Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 

Dear Bill: 

The Resolution of the Virginia Assembly was presented to me 
in a lovely frame at an affair at the American Numismatic Society 
on Friday July 17, 1992 in New York. It was a part of a meeting 
honoring 50 year members combined with a lecture for the graduate 
seminar students. The room was full. I thanked ANS for publishing 
it in 1956 and I thanked you for initiating and obtaining the 
action in 1991-1992. I mentioned that the time gap was speedy 
compared to the ratification of the Second Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution which took 192 years. 

It was a beautiful item and most unusual to have occurred. 
I thank you again for your thoughtfulness and persistence. I don't 
believe anything like this ever happened in numismatics before. 
It was one of the truly pleasant surprises of my life. 


My sincere appreciation 



Eric P. Newman 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
28 July 1992 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 

Eric P. Newman 

c/o Eric P. Newman Numismatic 
Educational Society 
6^50 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I am so glad that you have finally received some of the long 
overdue "official recognition" by the state of Virginia, for your 
unparalleled research and story line development of the historic 
"roots" of our current American monetary system - - - those little 
copper 1773 Colonial Virginia halfpence. 

There is not a great deal more to do in this aspect of this 
coinage. Nov, it will he interesting to locate as many as possible 
of the surviving number of them, "wherever they may be!" 

I've also written Delegate Dick Fisher to bring him up to date 
on the latest developments with House Joint Resolution # 271, and 
thanked him again for his faithful support. I know that he has 
really enjoyed this unusual documentation of such a rare historic 
revelation. 

Keeping this "short," I'll be getting Generation Newsletter # 07 
out very soon, with my new novel, "The GOLD FROG (Riddle)." 


Sincerely, 



William N. Veach 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


William N. Veach June 22, 1993 

2238 Loch Lomand Drive 
Vienna, VA 22181 


Dear Bill: 

I was distressed to hear about your heart artery problem but 
am glad you were substantially repaired. 

Your vivid description of your symptoms is a classic and 
should go into the medical books as a superb example of self- 
diagnosis. All of us should keep our diet rather fat free. My 
exercise is lifting coins. 

I still appreciate all you have done for me and note that the 
newsletter is full of complex data. 

My best. 


Eric P. Newman 


File: 

Report: 
Variety 

VIRGINIA Half Pn 
Virginia Halfpence 
GEO period 

Harpstrings 

RAR: 

1 ~A 

NO 

6 

8 

2--E 

NO 

7 

8 

3-F 

NO 

7 

4 

4~P 

NO 

7 

6 

4-0 

NO 

7 

4 

4—G 

NO 

7 

5 

5-Z 

NO 

8 

6 

5-B 

NO 

6 

6 

6-X 

NO 

8 

4 

7-D 

MO 

7 

4 

8-H 

NO 

7 

3 

9-B 

NO 

6 

3 

10-W 

NO 

8 

5 

11—D 

NO 

7 

7 

12-W 

NO 

8 

7 

13—V 

NO 

8 

8 

13-T 

MO 

7 

8 

15—D 

YES;Low 

7 

7 

20-X 

YES 

8 

4 

20—N 

YES 

7 

4 

21-N 

YES- 

7 

8 

22-8 

YES 

7 

3 

23-R 

YES 

7 

5 

23—Q 

YES 

7 

2 

24—K 

• YES 

7 

1 

25—M 

YES 

7 - 

1 

26—Y 

YES 

8 

2 

27—J 

YES 

7 

2 
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DIE VARIETY CLASSIFICATION INDEX 
FOR 

THE COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENCE 


OBVERSES, with "no period" after "GEORGIVS": 


6 Uths in. 

OBV. tt ", to ." Characteristics 

****** ********* ************************************************* 


With 

Rev. 

***** 


12 


13 



16 


30 G in GEORGIVS is distant from E. 0 is high. R W 

tilts left. Second G close to I. Second I in 
III is high. Third I tilts slightly to left. 

Period after I above center and midway between 
I and R. R in REX tilts left. E tilts right 
and is nearer X than R. X is high. Period is 
below center and is midway between X and curl. 


30 1/2 G in GEORGIVS is distant from E. Second I in III T 

tilts left. Period after I centered and slightly V 

nearer I than R. All letters in REX are widely 
spaced. R tilts left. E is high. Extension of 
vertical upright of R in REX would fall entirely 
on bridge of nose, above tip. Not to be confused 
with Obv. ft 10. Period after X below center and 
midway between X and curl. Diameter line through 
the left most of top three leaves on King's head 
would almost touch right side of S in GEORGIVS. 

****************** 2 NEW OBVERSE/REVERSE SETS ************* 

32 First G is low. Second G is high. S is low and 

is very close to back of King's head. In III, the 
first I almost touches King's forehead at hairline. 
Second I tilts left and is nearly parallel with 
the first I. Second I is closer to the third I 
than first I. Period is at center and is midway 
between I and R. REX is spaced evenly. Period 
after X is low and nearer to the curl than to X. 

This STACK'S Obverse appears similar to Newman 
Obv.# 9, except : E in REX is opposite the King's 
mouth on Obv. ft 9, and E is opposite the King's 
upper lip on Obv. tt lb. No match. 



31 (Closely resembles Newman Obverse tt 9) E is low LIB 

in GEORGIVS. Base of 0 is high. R tilts slightly 
left. I is low. V is nearer to S than I. S is 
low and tilts left. In III, third I tilts left and 
its base is higher than the base of R. Period is 
centered and is nearer to I than R. REX is evenly 
spaced. R tilts left. E tilts right. Period after 
X is centered and midway between X and the curl. 

Curl ends prematurely. 


7 - 


_ ^ u 




+f~i 

'i$jz tjj^m Juzt7<^ 

'yyi^*"jft t^t) 

REVERSES, with 8 harpstrings 


JL® *>cedf 


DIE VARIETY CLASSIFICATION INDEX 
FOR 

THE COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENCE 


Rev. Characteristics 

****** ***************************************************** 
******************* A NEW reverse *************** 


tXdliAc. 


With 

Obv.# 

***** 


U1A V touches leaf and tilts right. VIRGI is evenly spaced, l4 

except G is mearer to I than R. Second I touches arms. 

Third I slopes down to right relative to horizontal divider. 

Right leaf ends opposite left tip of base serif of first I. 

Left leaf ends opposite center of A. A appears to ahve a 
defective right base serif. Large lion touches the vertical 
line. Third small lion touches branch and back leg almost 
touches vertical line. Extended inner quadrant diagnal line 
above/right of horse splits period after A. In NIA, I is 
nearer to A. Period after 3 is high. Period after A is a 
bit far and above center line. This reverse somewhat 
resembles Newman Rev.-W. Tight spacing of NIA is uncommon. 

V Top of 7 slopes down to right. V touches leaf and tilts to 13 

right. First I tilts right. G tilts right and is nearer I 
than R. Second I touches arms. Extended shaft of third I 
slopes down to right relative to horizontal divider. Right 
leaf ends opposite left tip of base serif of first I. Left 
leaf ends opposite center of A. Large lion clear of vertical 
line. Three small lions progressively closer to vertical 
line. Period after A is above center. Period after 3 centered. 


W Top of 7 slopes down to right. 3 is smaller than 7* V is 10 

low and tilts right. R tilts slightly right. G tilts to 12 

the right. Second I barely touches arms. N is low. The 
third I is parallel to the horizontal divider. Right leaf 
ends opposite left tip of base serif of first I. Left leaf 
ends opposite right tip of left base serif of A. Large lion 
does not touch vertical line. Third small lion touches 
branch. Period after 3 and after A are above center line. 

Two distinct die breaks in arms, right and left, just below 
horizontal divider. 

X V is low and tilts right. R tilts right. G is distant 6 

from second I and the top of G curls up. Third I tilts 20 

right and its shaft extension slopes down to the right 
relative to the horizontal divider. Right leaf ends 
opposite left side of upright of first I. Left leaf close 
to and ends opposite center of A. Large lion touches 
vertical line. Third small lion touches branch. Period 
after A above the center line. Period after 3 is near top 
line. When extended, the inner quadrant line above/right 
of horse passes exactly through center of period after A. 




DIE VARIETY CLASSIFICATION INDEX 
FOR 

THE COLONIAL VIRGINIA COPPER HALFPENCE 


REVERSES, with 8 harpstrings: 

Rev. Characteristics 

****** *********************************************************** 


Y VIRGI is perfect, except right half of V is very weak. 
Second I touches arms. N is below baseline. Third I 
tilts slightly left and its shaft extension slopes up 
to right relative to horizontal divider. Right leaf ends 
opposite left side of upright of first I. Left leaf 
close to and opposite right tip of left base serif of A. 
Large lion touches vertical line. Third small lion 
touches branch. Period after A is above center and split 
by diagnal line above horse. Period after 3 is centered. 


Z V is low. Leaf under V terminates at base of V, prematurely. 
I tilts right. R tilts right. G tilts slightly right. 

Second I touches arms. Horse has only single hind leg. N 
tilts right. A tilts right. Third I tilts slightly right 
and shaft extension slopes down to right relative to the 
horizontal divider. Right leaf ends opposite left side of 
upright of first I. Left leaf close to and ends opposite 
right tip of left base serif of A. Large lion touches the 
vertical line. Third small lion touches branch. Flat 
period after A is near top line. Flat period after 3 is 
above center line. 


REVERSES, with 9 harpstrings: 


Rev. Characteristics 

****** ************************************************************ 


RM (impression struck from die in Royal Mint Museum.) Period 

after 3 is nearer V than 3. VIRGI are evenly spaced. R 
tilts right. G is low. Second I close to arms. Third I 
tilts right and shaft extension slopes down to the right 
relative to the horizontal divider. A of NIA tilts right. 
Right leaf ends opposite the right side upright of first I. 
Left leaf ends opposite left tip of left base serif of A. 
Large lion touches vertical line. Third small lion touches 
branch. Both periods are slightly above the center line. 

*********** ************* ************ 


With 
Ob v .tt 

****** 


26 


5 


With 
Obv. # 

****** 


None 


- IT 


I know you've been waiting patiently, for quite some time, for 
me to finish this aspect of the project. I've missed the perfection 
that I had desired, myself. Well, I tried. I really did. You are 
the last person in the world I would want to disappoint or let down. 

However, together, I think we've made important strides toward 
improving the original work. I certainly feel more comfortable with 
my new written descriptions. They are quite helpful to me as I weed 
through the odds and ends of these Colonial Virginia 1/2 d's at coin 
shows. 


*********************** 


Last but not least, I've incorporated the standard "lettering" 
system for new/previously unmatched variety sets: 



1. Obverses 

2. Reverses 


- given a number 

- given a letter: 


a. 6-string harp 

b. 7-string harp 

c. 8-string harp 


CIA, C1B, C1C, C1D, etc. 
L1A, LIB, L1C, LID, etc. 
U1A, U1B, U1C, U1D, etc. 


I believe this is what we finally agreed on - - - because it offers 
both flexibility and an unlimited source of "numbers" for new reverses 
of new variety sets. 



I have enclosed a copy of the latest cleaned up version. 


********************** 


By the way, I've lost track of the significance of the Bower's group 
slowing their pace on the Virginia Halfpence - - - and waiting for you, if 
you asked. As I remember, they were just going to send you Any photo's 
that they might find in their records/files. 

Keep well and keep in touch on any meaningful progress with those 
photo's from James Spilman. Looks like he may be able to "come through" 
for you, yet. Good luck. 



Bill 


Eric P. Newman 

c/o Eric P. Newman Numismatic 
Educational Society 
6^50 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

I just wanted to include this little note, along with the last 
Generation Newsletter, and say personally how much I have enjoyed 
your support. You've done very well through the years. Everyone 
I mention your name to responds so positively and so enthusiastically 
that I know you've made a tremendous impression on them. Also, they 
invariably say that they've known you for many years and sonetimes 
say that they've "just spoken to you recently," as though that fact 
is something to be very proud of. A lot of people think a great deal 
of you. And, so do I. 

Of course, I know you're going to remain active with numismatics, 
but I am going to take on some other interests. 

I am very happy for having known you and especially for the very 
fact that you chose to share your very early findings on the 1773 
Colonial Virginia copper halfpence, with all of us. 

Oh, I'll still be "around." But, I'm not going to be as visible. 
I'll try to keep in touch. 

Thanks, again for every small kindness. Take care. 


William N. Veach 
2238 Loch Lomond Drive 
Vienna, Virginia 22l8l 
20 October 1993 
Hm Ph: (703) 938-7673 


Sincerely, 


William N. Veach 
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I would like to know more about the Mendes Cohen hoard of Virginia 
halfpence. Were all the die varieties now known to us represented 
in it, or just certain die varieties? On looking through the ANS 
collection of Virginia halfpence, I note the following varieties 
with the characteristic brilliant red uncirculated look of 
speciments from the hoard: Newman varieties 4-G (two examples), 
6-X, 20-N, 20-X, 22-S, 23-Q, 24-K, 25-M (three examples), 27-J, 
26-Y and 27-J. Two specimens are worn enough that they certainly 
do not come from that hoard: 8-H and 20-N (note that the ANS thus 
has 2 0-N in both uncirculated condition ex Cohen and in well 
circulated condition). There are also two coins which possibly 
come from the Cohen hoard: 3-F and 7-D. These coins are in 
uncirculated condition, but they do not have the mint-red look of 
Cohen coins. There are two specimens depicted in the plates in 
Newman's book which are worn enough that they cannot come from the 
Cohen hoard, namely obverses 8 and 9. I also note that Breen, in 
his pioneering January 1952 article on American coin hoards, says 
(p. 17) "Rumor has it that the find was made in one of the 
government buildings in Annapolis." I presume this rumor is a red 
herring, and that Newman's identification of the find spot as 
Richmond, and the date of the acquisition of the hoard to between 
1780-1803 by Israel Cohen (as Newman explains in his 1962 
"Additions to Coinage for Colonial Virginia") supersedes Breen's 
earlier conjectures. In his Encyclopedia . Breen gives Richmond as 
the findspot for the Cohen hoard. 
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Date: Wed, Jun 14, 1995 7:48 PM CDT 

From: GTrudgen 

Subj: Virginia Halfpence 

To: JCSatCNL 


Hi Jim ( 


I hope your hernia repair went well and that you have a speedy 
recovery. 

I've received Kleeberg's Ask the Editors question concerning the 
Cohen hoard of Virginia halfpence. I scanned Veach's "The 
Generation Newsletter of The 1773 - Colonial Virginia Copper 
Halfpence" for any information he may have published on the 
subject hoard and found nothing. 

Since the Cohen family slowly sold off the hoard until 1929 and 
Newman didn't study the die varieties until 1956, die variety 
information could have never been compiled on the hoard. The only 
way this could be accomplished today would be for someone to 
slowly compile die variety information on specimens that are 
uncirculated with mint red showing. Of course, this method would 
be open to error because there may be some mint red coins extant 
which aren't from the hoard. Nevertheless, it should be a good 
approximation of what varieties were in the Cohen hoard. 
Unfortunately auction records would be almost useless in this 
exercise because catalogers seldom attribute Virginia halfpence by 
die variety. So the researcher would have to survey collectors, 
study institution collections, etc. to obtain his data. 


Gary 


6/16/95 


America Online: JCSatCNL 


Page 1 


(205) 881-8678 


THE COLONIAL NEWSLETTER FOUNDATION, Inc. 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 


P.O.Box 4411 
Huntsville, Alabama 35815 

6-16-95 

Eric: A new AE for CNL-100 
which may be of interest to you. 

Comment? Jim 
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I would like to know more about the Mendes Cohen hoard of Virginia 
halfpence. Were all the die varieties now known to us represented 
in it, or just certain die varieties? On looking through the ANS 
collection of Virginia halfpence, I note the following varieties 
with the characteristic brilliant red uncirculated look of 
speciments from the hoard: Newman varieties 4-G (two examples), 
6-X, 20-N, 20-X, 22-S, 23-Q, 24-K, 25-M (three examples), 27-J, 
26-Y and 27~J. Two specimens are worn enough that they certainly 
do not come from that hoard: 8-H and 20-N (note that the ANS thus 
has 2 0-N in both uncirculated condition ex Cohen and in well 
circulated condition). There are also two coins which possibly 
come from the Cohen hoard: 3-F and 7-D. These coins are in 
uncirculated condition, but they do not have the mint-red look of 
Cohen coins. There are two specimens depicted in the plates in 
Newman's book which are worn enough that they cannot come from the 
Cohen hoard, namely obverses 8 and 9. I also note that Breen, in 
his pioneering January 1952 article on American coin hoards, says 
(p. 17) "Rumor has it that the find was made in one of the 
government buildings in Annapolis." I presume this rumor is a red 
herring, and that Newman's identification of the find spot as 
Richmond, and the date of the acquisition of the hoard to between 
1780-1803 by Israel Cohen (as Newman explains in his 1962 
"Additions to Coinage for Colonial Virginia") supersedes Breen's 
earlier conjectures. In his Encyclopedia . Breen gives Richmond as 
the findspot for the Cohen hoard. 
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Date: 

Wed, Jun 

14, 1995 

From: 

GTrudgen 


Sub j : 

Virginia 

Halfpence 

To: 

JCSatCNL 


Hi Jim, 





I’ve received Kleeberg's Ask the Editors question concerning 
Cohen hoard of Virginia halfpence. I scanned Veach’s "The 
Generation Newsletter of The 1773 - Colonial Virginia Copper 
Halfpence" for any information he may have published on the 
subject hoard and found nothing. 


Since the Cohen family slowly sold off the hoard until 1929 and 
Newman didn't study the die varieties until 1956, die variety 
information could have never been compiled on the hoard. The only 
way this could be accomplished today would be for someone to 
slowly compile die variety information on specimens that are 
uncirculated with mint red showing. Of course, this method would 
be open to error because there may be some mint red coins extant 
which aren't from the hoard. Nevertheless, it should be a good 
approximation of what varieties were in the Cohen hoard. 
Unfortunately auction records would be almost useless in this 
exercise because catalogers seldom attribute Virginia halfpence by 
die variety. So the researcher would have to survey collectors, 
study institution collections, etc. to obtain his data. 


Gary 


6/16/95 


America Online: JCSatCNL 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Jim Spilman 

4007 Medford Drive SE 

Huntsville, AL 35802 


Re: Virginia new AE 


June 20, 1995 


Dear Jim: 

I have hoped that someone with superb eyesight and 
determination would photograph and publish a revision of the 
varieties of Virginia halfpence. I urged Veach to do it after he 
enthusiastically initiated his project on the Virginia coinage. 
Unfortunately after all the organizational work he did he failed 
to get the support from others he anticipated. I encouraged him 
every way I could but he abandoned the work. 

What has to be done to answer Kleeberg and Trudgen is for each 
collector to check his bright red pieces. Those ought to indicate 
the varieities in the hoard. There is also new data to add to the 
history and new archaeology. I have too many projects under way to 
do more than furnish data from my file and my collection. 


Find a researcher 



Eric P. Newman 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Jim Spilman June 20, 1995 

4007 Medford Drive SE 

Huntsville, AL 35802 Re: Virginia %d new AE 


Dear Jim: 


I have hoped that someone with superb eyesight and 
determination would photograph and publish a revision of the 
varieties of Virginia halfpence. I urged Veach to do it after he 
enthusiastically initiated his project on the Virginia coinage. 
Unfortunately after all the organizational work he did he failed 
to get the support from others he anticipated. I encouraged him 
every way I could but he abandoned the work. 

What has to be done to answer Kleeberg and Trudgen is for each 
collector to check his bright red pieces, Those ought to indicate 
the varieities in the hoard. There is also new data to add to the 
history and new archaeology. I have too many projects under way to 
do more than furnish data from my file and my collection. 


Find a researcher. 



7 July i?yo 


Eric: 

I searched through my computer correspondence files and found that you and I have been 
discussing this subject since 1988, perhaps earlier because that is as early as I have computerized 
the old files. 

I even offered at one time to work up the material as an issue of CNL, but you had other 
folk that you were working with, a publisher, etc and etc. 

Several times I have written and asked for a progress report but received no reply. 

I asked about the availibility of photographs (glossy) but no reply. 

The CNL offer is still open but I need to see whatever draft materials that you may have 


and learn the status of available photographs. 

I have been attempting to build a reference collection of VAs but with little success because 
no one seems to be able, or cares, about this series. No one is able, with one or two exceptions, 
to attribute them by die variety. 

You are not going to live forever Eric, nor am I! So — 


L 





